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Abstract

Chapter 1 finds that praetorian service was increased to a minimum of 18 years during the

reign of Septimius Severus and that this was often exceeded. It rejects the theory that
legionary transfers to the Guard had only to serve the balance of 16 years over their legionary

service.

Chapter 2, section 1, examines the use of the /aterculi or discharge lists to calculate effective

cohort strengths. It finds that they are not a reliable source and that literary evidence supplies
the best guide to the size of the Guard — 10,000 in ten milliary cohorts. Section 2 considers

the numbers of equites and speculatores in the Guard.

Chapter 3, section 1, proposes that the recruitment for legio II Parthica began in 193. Section
2 considers the appearance of lanciarii in the legion and suggests that they were detached
from the legion in the reign of Gallienus to form a separate numerus of lanciarii within the
comitatus. Section 3 notes the unique presence of the centurio pilus posterior in the first

cohort. Section 4 suggests that legio II Parthica was a regular sized legion despite having a
base half the usual size.

Chapter 4 finds that legionaries and praetorians continued to be armed and fight in essentially
the same manner as their later Republican and early Imperial predecessors, despite changes in

equipment such as the length of the sword.

Chapter 5 surveys the legions and legionary vexillations involved in Caracalla’s Parthian war.
The chapter emphasises the role of other units built around the core of the practorian cohorts

and legio II Parthica in the composition of a greater Severan field army.

The Appendix acts a companion to chapter 1, listing post-AD 193 inscriptions recording

praetorian stipendia. The inscriptions are summarised in a table.

Cover image: tombstone of the praetorian M. Aurelius Lucianus, Capitoline Museum, Rome (CIL VI
2602)
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INTRODUCTION

1. General historical background, AD 192-238'

The Roman Empire lapsed into civil war following the murder of Commodus on 31
December 192 and the speedy removal of his successor, Pertinax, by resentful
practorians, three months later. The resulting ‘auctioning’ of the empire to Didius
Iulianus tniggered the elevations to the purple of C. Pescennius Niger, governor of
Syna (early spring), and L. Septimius Severus, governor of Upper Pannonia (April),

by the armies of the East and the Rhine-Danube line, respectively. Severus used his

proximity to Italy to march on Rome; his rapid approach prompted the Senate to

outlaw Iulianus and the praetorians to kill him. Severus avoided war on two fronts by
bestowing the rank of Caesar on D. Clodius Albinus, the ambitious governor of

Britain, whose legions and auxilia had also presented as a candidate for the purple.

Prior to entering Rome Severus dishonourably discharged the entire Praetorian Guard
for its murder of Pertinax (Severus was posing as the avenger of Pertinax). He began

its reconstitution immediately from his mainly Pannonian field army.

Severus had already sent forces to Thrace where his generals prevented Niger from

taking Perinthus and besieged his forces in’Byzantium (which was to hold out for

' For the best accounts see Dio, books 72-80 (for the period up to AD 229) and Herodian,
books 1-8 (AD 180-238). Both historians are invaluable as contemporary chroniclers of their
age and provide numerous details about the activities of the praetorians and legio II Parthica
and other units of the ficld army, usually in the form of eyewitness accounts (their own or
collected). Cassius Dio (c.164-after 229) was an amicus of the Severan emperors, twice
consul, in ¢. 205 and 229, and governor of Dalmatia and Pannonia Superior (mid-late 220’s).
Dio saw at first hand the activities of the practorian guard in Rome, elements of Caracalla’s
field army at Nicomedia in 215, and witnessed the indiscipline of the Pannonian army (see
Millar 1964). As a probable civil servant, Herodian (c. 178-250) was not a witness to the same
spectacles or persons as Dio but when able he sought out the most reliable information, 1.e. the
accounts of the participants themselves. This would explain his accounts of the Roman battle-
order at Nisibis or the detail concerning Maximinus’ siege of Aquileia in 238 and the feelings
of the soldiers involved (see Whittaker, Herodian, ix-1xxxii). Miller 1964 and A. Birley 1988
hold Dio as the best source, considering Herodian to be third-rate. This goes too far. Potter

1990 has a balanced view, emphasising that both historians had their biases and limitations,

and the folly of dismissing Herodian too easily.
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more than two years). Niger was pursued into Asia, defeated in hard fought battles at
Cyzicus and Nicaea, and then decisively at Issus (May 194). He was captured

attempting to flee to Parthia and executed.

After consolidating his position in the East, Severus personally marched further east
to confront the Parthian vassals who had either aided Niger or taken advantage of the

civil war and attacked Roman territory (195-6). The kingdom of Osrhoene was
annexed but action against Parthia itself was delayed by the need to deal with Albinus

who had invaded Gaul and was threatening the Germanies.

Severus returned to the west late in 196 and finally routed Albinus at Lugdunum
(Feburary 197). As at Issus, the Severan cavalry played a crucial role in being

deployed as a separate army corps, detached to out-flank the enemy and attack him in
the rear. In celebration Severus increased the soldiers’ pay and legalised their

marraiges.

Now undisputed as emperor, Severus returned to his Parthian operations. With a
forceful show of Roman power he reduced the Parthian capital of Ctesiphon to rubble
(January 198). He failed to take Hatra on two occasions in 198 and 199, but as a
result of the war a new province had been created in nothern Mesopotamia,
garrisoned by two new legions I and III Parthica. Another legion, II Parthica, found
itself based in close proximity to Rome at Albanum. Along with the reformed
practorian cohorts and enlarged horse guard, it embodied a field army in a kind of

continuous commission.

The years 202-3 found Severus in Africa advancing the frontier to the Sahara.
Warfare was resumed in 208 in response to frontier problems in northern Britain.

Severus determined to complete the conquest of the island but died at York before

attaining this objective (February 211).

He was succeeded by his sons Caracalla (real name Antoninus) and Geta. Caracalla
quickly murdered his brother and in 212 enacted the constitutio Antoniniana,
extending Roman citizenship to the majority of the free inhabitants of the empire, to
some extent increasing tax revenue with which to pay the army and altering the

distinction between the legions and auxiliary forces. In 213 he met and defeated the

new German confederation of the Alamanni and reinforced the Raetian frontier.

Heading east Caracalla paused to lead a Dacian expedition, but preparations were
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already advanced for an invasion of Parthia. In 216 he advanced beyond the Tigrs
and sacked Arbela, but was murdered near Carrhae at the start of the next

campaigning season on the orders of his praetorian prefect M. Opellius Macrinus
(April 217).

Macrinus carried on the Parthian war but the army was demoralised by Caracalla’s

death. The new emperor met an unexpectedly vigorous Parthian counter invasion and

was fought to a standstill at Nisibis (summer 217). Entering into lengthy negotiations
he eventually paid a large indemnity to Artabanus V in order to secure the frontier,

but this was deeply unpopular as 1t affected military pay (which Caracalla had raised).
Julia Maesa, the sister-in-law of Severus, soon challenged Macrinus’ regime. Her
wealth secured the defection of a number of legions who elevated her grandson,
Varius Avitus, better known as Elagabalus, to the purple (May 218). Macrinus was
defeated outside Antioch in June and captured and executed soon after. The Severans
had returned, but distaste at Rome for Elagabalus’ religious and sexual excesses led

Macsa to engineer his death 1n 222,

Maesa now arranged the succession of her other grandson, Gessius Alexianus
Bassianus, necessarily changing his name to M. Aurelius Severus Alexander. Maesa
and Alexander’s domineering mother, Juha Mamaea, effectively ruled for the teenage
emperor. The early years of his reign saw the downfall of the Parthian state to the
Persian vassal king Ardashir (c. 224 or 226). Ardashir was an expansionist ruler and
he indicated his intentions early by raiding Mesopotamia and trying, but like Severus,
failing to take the fortress city of Hatra. Again in 230 Ardashir attacked
Mesopotamia, this time with greater force, forcing Alexander to lead a major
expedition in person. Alexander’s armies attacked in three columns. The northemn
column linked with Pathian partisans and advanced via Armenia to cause havoc in
Media; the central column lead by Alexander reclaimed the province of
Mesopotamia, but Ardashir withdrew to attack and seriously defeat the third Roman
column advancing south down the Euphrates (231-33). Despite the recovery of
Mesopotamia, Alexander’s command did not impress the soldiers and the

establishment of Roman garrison in Hatra was probably secured through mutual
agreement with 1ts ruler than by conquest.



In 233-4 a major Alamannic incursion destabilised the frontiers of Germany, Raetia
and Noricum, with raiders perhaps reaching Gaul. At the same time Sarmatians, Carpi
and Goths raided across the Danube. The attacks may have been encouraged by the
northern frontiers, particularly the German Jimes, being weakened by vexillations
withdrawn to fight in the Persian War. Alexander rushed north and mustered a large
force at Mogontiacum but was lynched by the troops when he attempted to treat with
the Germans. Alexander’s praefectus tironibus, the giant Moesian C. Iulius Verus
Maximinus, used their discontent to secure his elevation (March 235). Maximinus
was a warrior emperor, the first to rise from the ranks and the first to fight in battle.
He led the army to victory over the Alamanni, whom he pursued and routed in
Bohemia (late 235). Prevented from realising his apparent expansionist hopes in
Germany by trouble on the Danube, he made his headquarters at Sirmium and
campaigned with success against the Sarmatians and Carpi (236-7). Prior to launching
a campaign against the Goths, Maximinus was diverted by revolt in Africa and Italy
stemming from discontent over strenuous tax collection and the Senate’s distaste for
the equestrian soldier-emperor (early 238). Maximinus had also increased military
pay, but made the mistake of not visiting the Senate in Rome and his reduction of the
free distnibutions secured his unpopularnty in the capital. Capellianus, governor ,of
Numidia destroyed the revolt of the Gordians in Africa, but forced into a hasty
invasion of Italy Maximinus was murdered by discontented praetonans and soldiers

of legio II Parthica during a frustrating seige of Aquileia (spring 238).

Ridding themselves of the brief senatorial emperors Pupienus and Balbinus, the

practorians raised Gordian III as puppet emperor in May 238, heralding in the ‘crisis’

of the third century.’

* For introductions to the Severan age see CAH XII, pp. 1-80 and Birley 1988, For Severan
army policy see E. Birley 1969 and Smith 1972,
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2. Purpose of the thesis

The praetorian guard and legio II Parthica were central to the events outlined above.
The reconstitution of the Guard (a useful general term for the praetorian cohorts) and
establishment of legio II Parthica at Albanum were innovations of Septimius Severus,
giving him an overtly military guise and placing more forces at his immediate
disposal than had been to available any previous emperor. This thesis is not a general
history of the practonan guard or legio II Parthica but examines various aspects of
their service and organistaion. In recent years the study of the Roman army has
tended to veer away from close investigation of its organisation, terms of service and
burcaucracy. Instead the favoured focus has been on the soldiers’ experience of
combat and reassessment of the army’s effectiveness in war;, the morale of its
soldiers, their motivation and their particular society (e.g. MacMullen 1984,
Goldsworthy 1996; Elton 1996; Goldsworthy & Haynes (eds.) 1999; Sabin 2000).
This is a welcome progression but, as I have found in the course of my research,
nothing can be taken for granted about our understanding the Roman army. If, for
example, we wish to consider the place of the praetorian guard in a Severan
expeditionary force or its role in a particular battle, it would be useful to know how
big the unit was. For the sake of convenience we turn to the studies of M. Durry
(1938) or D. Kennedy (1978) to ascertain the size of the Guard. But were the methods
of Durry and Kennedy used to calculate the size of the Guard reliable? We must

always return to the original source material and re-evaluate previous conclusions.

Therefore 1 return to some of the basic questions such as the service expected of
practorians (chp. 1) — what do the lengths of service inscribed on gravestones tell us
and what can we realistically conclude from them? Can the inscribed discharge lists
of the praetorian guard really provide a sound source for the calculation of the
effective strengths of the cohorts (chp. 2), or is their use simply a dangerous
manipulation of mutilated evidence? Chapter 3 questions if legio II Parthica was
established ¢. 197. Could we infer an earlier date from a combination of literary and
epigraphic evidence? In chapter 4 artefactual and representational evidence are
combined with literary and epigraphic sources to determine the continuity of various
types of weaponry. Is it correct to view the later second and third centuries as a period
of change 1n the armament of the legionary and praetorian or is it better to see
continuity combined with culmination and inevitable evolution? Finally, chapter 5
considers the epigraphic evidence for the legions and legionary vexillations in

Caracalla’s Parthian war. What units were built around the practorian guard and legio
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IT Parthica to form a major expeditionary force? Can we assign an inscription to this

war without clear dating criteria such as honorific titles or consular years?

Hence, the title of this thesis “Aspects of the Severan Field Army”. The use of
‘aspects’ 1s deliberate: only so much can be considered and inevitably there are gaps.
Readers are directed to the bibliography and the excellent studies therein to satisfy
their queries. The term ‘field army’ is used throughout as an attribute of the Guard

and legio II Parthica because I believe that they were conceived and maintained as

units whose primary purpose was to wage the offensive wars of the Severan emperors

(see also chp. 3, sect. 2 and Concluding Remarks).

This thesis is, in the most part, an epigraphic study using the inscriptions of séldiers
and military units as its primary evidence (chps 1, 2, 3, 5; Appendix). The
concentration of transcribed inscriptions is fundamental to my study and my method.
Epigraphy is the ultimate source of first-hand evidence for the Roman army:.
Inscriptions are as close to the Roman soldier as we will ever get. The texts of
epitaphs and dedications were dictated by soldiers and their families and although the
inscriptions might only transmit the barest facts — name, age, rank, umit, length of
service, origin, favoured gods — at least we are certain that it is the soldiers speaking
directly to us. These inscriptions are an indication of what Roman soldiers believed

in, how they wished to be perceived and remembered.

In the introduction to his collected essays the late Professor J.C. Mann recalls that “I
was not allowed by my tutor, A.H.M. Jones, to quote secondary sources in writing
essays, but to concentrate on a very cautious and exhaustive consideration of the
ancient material, disregarding the irrelevant” (Mann 1996: x). The reader will notice
that my referencing and quoting of secondary sources is considerable, if only to argue
with the opinions of particular scholars! However, Mann reinforces the need to
remember what is key to reaching the elusive answers or suggestions: the evidence.
Here I use inscriptions as my major evidence, in as a proper and intelligent manner as
I can manage. It 1s easy now to write a study of the Roman army using only books
about the Roman army, to pass over the problems of organisation and service and rely
on the conclusions of others. To some extent every scholar must do this, but I hope
that my conclusions reflect sound interpretation and use of the evidence. I have no

excuses to offer because the epigraphic sources for the practorian guard and legio II

Parthica are among the most extensive for any of the units in the Imperial Roman

army.



1. LENGTH OF SERVICE IN THE PRAETORIAN GUARD AFTER AD 193

To the spirits of the departed. Publius Aelius Maximinus, soldier of the fifth
praetorian cohort, loyal and avenging, formerly of the century of Monnius, lived for
31 years, 8 months, served as a soldier for 12 years; he participated in all the

expeditions. Aurelius Sextianus, his fellow soldier and heir, erected this for his

comrade.’

Introduction

Until their dissolution by Constantine in AD 312, the cohortes praetoriae constituted
the most prestigious unit in the Imperial Roman army (Aur. Victor Caes. 40.25;
Zosimus 2.17.2). The praetorians guarded the emperor and formed the core of his field
armies. As an elite unit they accordingly received better pay and conditions than any
other Roman formation, much to the chagrin of their legionary counterparts (cf.
Tacitus Ann. 1.17). The praetorians were particularly distinguished by their length of
service, accepted as 16 years before discharge, compared to the 25 or 26 years
performed by the legionaries and auxiliaries. However, in AD 193 Septimius Severus
disbanded the praetorian guard and reconstituted it with men drawn from the legions.
Did the 16 year service requirement still apply to these men? Did legionary transfers
serve only the balance of 16 years over their legionary service or a full term 1n the
Guard? This chapter will determine the length of service expected of both legionary
transfers and direct recruits to the praetorian guard in the period following AD 193. To
put this in context, length of service before AD 193 is also considered particularly the
occurrence of practorians who received honesta missio, honourable discharge, after 16

years.

' CIL V12553 (Rome). First quarter of the third century.
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1. Praetorian service from Augustus to the Antonines

In AD 5 Augustus increased length of service in the nine praetorian cohorts from 12 to
16 years, while legionary service was correspondingly increased from 16 to 20 years
followed by a probable 5 years ‘in reserve’ (Dio 55.23.1; Keppie 1997:. 91-2).
Confirmation of this comes from Tacitus’ account of the mutiny of the Rhine and

Pannonian legions following the death of Augustus in 14. A major demand of the
disaffected legionaries was that their service be reduced to 16 years — the same as the
practorians, and, incidentally, the maximum service under the Republic (Tacitus Ann.
1.17; Polybius 6.19.2). Surprisingly, there is little clear epigraphic evidence for
practorians being discharged after 16 years during the first century. Evidence comes
mainly from the gravestones of evocati, indicating their length of service before
evocatio, e.g. CIL VI 2440 = ILS 2077 (but see section 1 a. below). However, the
mass of evidence for 16 years’ is recorded on gravestones of first and second century
practorians who died during service.” Before the reign of Septimius Severus Roman
soldiers received missio biennially, with discharges occurring on ‘even years’, e.g. AD
140, 142 etc. This meant some soldiers were liable to serve an extra stipendium - a
year of paid service - especially if they had enlisted during an ‘uneven’ year (the
Antonine laterculi, or discharge lists, clearly indicate two successive years of
enlistment, CIL VI 32515 - 32522). There is clearer evidence for discharge after 17
years service, with at least three examples from Rome of first to early second century
date (CIL VI 2426 = ILS 2025; ILS 2466; ILS 2623); but because discharges were
made on ‘even’ years these inscriptions should also suggest a similar number of
veterans who had served for 16 years. Still, funerary inscriptions attesting 16 years

service are outnumbered by examples of praetorians who died in service with 17

2 Polybius states that in emergencies legionary service could be extended to 20 years (6.19.1).
Keppie (1984: 33-34) believes 16 years to be the second century BC maximum rather than
the norm.

3E.g. CIL VI 2585, 2587, 2589, 2660, 2686, 2715, 2766, 32682, 32709; AE 1983: 52; AE
1925: 19 (cohort XII). Stones that are taken to indicate death during service refer to the
deceased as miles rather than veferanus, and there is no reference to missio, wives, or

advanced age that might suggest service had been completed sometime before death.
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stipendia (or in the course of their seventeenth stipendium).* Therefore, the majority of
epitaphs would seem to indicate that discharge after 16 or 17 years was an ideal
situation in the first and early second centuries.

The gravestones of Augustan and Tiberian practorians serving at Aquiliea in north-east
[taly, record soldiers who died in their seventeenth and eighteenth year of service (CIL
V 826, 8274 = ILS 2069 = Inscr. Ag. 2834). Another practorian who saw service

under both Augustus and Tiberius became a veteran after in AD 29 after 18 years

service (CIL VI 2439 = ILS 2028). Similar service was completed by veterans in the
late first to early second centuries (CIL VI 2584 = ILS 2049; CIL 11 3180). Other

gravestones from Rome show that 18 years was hardly a maximum length of service,

indicating death during service with 18, 19, 20, 21 and 22 years served.

Evidence for discharge after 16 years is clearer for the mid-second century. In AD 148,
a discharge dedication records a practorian veteran as having enlisted aged 21 and
discharged aged 37, therefore indicating 16 years service (CIL VI 375 = ILS 2104). In
the following batch of discharges made in 150, seven praetorians recruited in 133 and
134 made a dedication to the genius of their century to celebrate their completion of
service after 17 and 16 years (CIL VI 209 = ILS 2097). However, only a few years
before these soldiers had enlisted a similar practorian veteran’s dedication recorded 18

years before missio (CIL VI 208 = ILS 2098, discharged AD 130). Another
gravestone, perhaps of mid- or later second century date, might supply evidence for

discharge after 16 completed stipendia, but, problematically, the deceased 1s descnbed

as miles and not as veteranus (CIL VI 32650; see section 2 conclusion, below).’

Although the Antonine laterculi illustrate that praetorians recruited in two successive

years reccived missio at the same time (cf. CIL VI 209 = ILS 2097), the above

* CIL V12538, 2675, 2710, 2743, 2748, 2796; AE 1966: 33; 1970: 196; 1984: 60, 61,

* For the substantial praetorian presence at Aquiliea during the reigns of Augustus and
Tiberius, see Keppie 1996: 114-16 and 2000: 319-20. The practorian cohorts attested at
Aquiliea are: coh. II (1 example); VI (3 examples); VII (3); VIII (5); VIIII (1).

° 18 years: CIL VI 2549, 2733, 2762 (cohort XI), AE 1976: 22 (speculator probably early
Julio-Claudian); 19 years: CIL VI 2540, 2541; 20 years: CIL VI 2661, 2777, AE 1975: 764
(cohort XII); 21 years: CIL VI 2664; 22 years: CIL VI 37217.

’ 1 am increasingly convinced that the inscription is Severan in date and records death during

service.



evidence could suggest that some of these ‘discharge lists’ do not always record men
discharged after 16 and 17 years service (CIL VI 32515-32522). The dedicatory
portions of these inscriptions, which would have indicated the year of discharge, are
lost. Hence the dates of the lists have been projected by adding 17 years to the earliest
of the two consular dates used to signify the year of the soldiers’ enlistment; thus the
lists are normally dated from AD 136-172 (cf. Eph. Ep. VI, pp. 317-323; CIL VI, p.
3320). It 1s possible, considering the evidence for 18 years service before discharge
highlighted above, that some lists could have recorded veterans with 18 and 19 years
service, especially 1n times of military crisis. CIL VI 209 clearly indicates discharge
after 16 and 17 years in AD 150, 1.e. in the middle of the period of the datable

laterculi, but fragments of one list from the reign of Marcus Aurelius exceptionally

indicate four consecutive years of enlistment, AD '153-6 (CIL VI 32522). Rather than
suggest a two-year delay in erecting the laterculus (Eph. Ep. VI, pp. 318-319), the list

shows that the escalating Marcomannic war necessitated the retention of some

practorians for an extra two stipendia;, those enlisted 1n 153 and 154 almost certainly

served 19 and 18 years.’

1 a. Evocati

In the first to second centuries AD, praetorians are known to have become evocati
after 18 and 19 years (CIL VI 2530 = ILS 2141; CIL VI 2448, 2578 = ILS 2143), but
one gravestone indicates only 15 years served before evocatio, CIL VI 32687. The

inscription dates to the later first century at the earliest (note the presence of a

cognomen and the use of dis manibus). It may be that the soldier was a legionary
transferred to the Guard during the civil wars of 68-70, and was not required to serve a

full term in the Guard (see below), but no previous service in a legion is mentioned.

During the imperial period (r)evocatio generally lost its literal meaning of recalling a
man to military service (although note CIL VI 2649 = ILS 2034; ILS 2312). Evocati
were widely employed as technical advisers and training instructors in legions, and
commanders of small detachments on policing and building projects (cf. E. Birley
1981: 25-29). Essentially the term evocatus was used to designate a pseudo-rank (or a

® 1t is unfortunate that CIL VI 211, a dedication to the genius of the century made on

discharge in 174, does not record the year of enlistment,
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range of pseudo-ranks),” somewhere between beneficiarius praefecti and centurio.
Evocati held a somewhat ambiguous military status. No longer caligati (ordinary
soldiers) but salariarii,® they formed a special corps (presumably attached to the
Guard) and bore the special insignia of a baton similar to the centurion’s vifis -
another indication of their considerable rank (D10 55.24.8). Evocati progressed directly
from their status as caligati to evocatio; they did not have to receive missio and this
may explain why a suitable man could be promoted to evocatus before 16 - 18 years of
service. The original meaning of the word, a man recalled to service, had become
blurred: if a man was thought suitable for a position requiring greater seniority and
mobility than senior ‘non-commissioned officer’'' rank could offer, he would be made

evocatus before the completion of a regular term of service. This certainly occurred 1n

the third century (CIL VI 2482 after 14 years; VI 2658 before 18 years — see section
3). Evocatio was also a device that enabled the imperial army to keep talented men
soldiering indefinitely.'? Therefore, a first century evocatus who had served 16 years as
a praetorian does not necessarily illustrate he had first completed Augustus’ minimum

service requirement (CIL VI 2440 = ILS 2077 - the soldier appears to have died soon
after his promotion; see also AE 1990: 896). Centurions are often described as the

professional backbone of the Roman army; the evocati should be considered in a

similar light.

? Perhaps ‘proto-rank’ would be a better term.

'° That is no longer in ‘military boots’ and paid a salary rather than a military stipend. Cf
CIL VI 2589 =1LS 2142; CIL V1 3419,

'' Applying the modern term ‘non-commissioned officer’ to the Roman army is
problematical. Should centurio always be considered the first commissioned rank? To what
modern rank do we equate the opfio, the centurion’s deputy, or beneficiarius praefecti?

'2 In fact, one wonders whether soldiers actually had a choice in the matter of promotion to

evocatio.,
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1 b. Service length influenced by civil war: the Flavians

The number of practorian cohorts was increased from nine to twelve by Gaius or
Claudius (Keppie 1996: 107-12),"* and in 69 Vitellius formed sixteen new milliary
cohorts from his own legions and perhaps auxilia (Tacitus Hist. 2.93-94).'* This meant
that, as victor of the civil wars of 68-70, Vespasian was faced with the problem of

managing a huge number of disparate practorians. Members of the twelve Othonian

practorian cohorts dismissed by Vitellius (cf. Hist. 2.67) clamoured for the restoration
of their status as reward for their support of Vespasian, but the defeated Vitellian
guardsmen were also stubborn in their determination to retain their exalted status

(Hist. 4.46). Therefore elements of up to 28 praetorian cohorts had to be dealt with by

Vespasian and his generals. Added to this, Flavian legionaries also expected to be
rewarded by admission to the Guard. It is worth repeating here the relevant passage
from Tacitus, describing how the victorious Flavian general Licinius Mucianus sought

to deal with the problem in 70.

..A mutiny nearly flared up among the troops. The praetorians who had rallied to
Vespasian after being dismissed by Vitellius were asking to be enrolled in their
cohorts,”> and legionaries selected for the same promotion demanded the lucrative

service which they had been promised. Even the Vitellian praetorians could not be
got rid of without serious bloodshed. But the cost of maintaining such large numbers

of men was likely to be immense. Mucianus entered the praetorian camp to form a
more correct estimate of each claimants seniority, and made the victorious Flavians
parade in open order bearing their proper decorations and arms. Then the Vitellians

whose surrender at Bovillae 1 have mentioned,'® and the others who had been

rounded up throughout the capital and its suburbs were led to the parade ground in

'3 Keppie 1996: 107-112, rejects that AE 1978: 280 indicates an eleventh practorian cohort
under Augustus or Tiberius. Rather, he suggests that the cohort XI mentioned in the text was
cohors XI urbana, the usual preceding post in the normal promotion to a praetorian cohort,
here cohort III. Contra Letta 1978, 1986; Dobson 1983,

' CIL VIII 9391 = ILS 2046 for a possible auxiliary transfer. Contra Durry 1938: 250,
advocating a third century date. Domaszewski-Dobson 1967: 57, 244: not evidence of

transfer from an auxiliary cohort at all.
'* Cf. Hist. 2.67.
'® Hist. 4.2.
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rags. Mucianus ordered these men to be segregated and formed up into separate

parties according as they came from Germany, Britain or any other garrisons...

Facing them they observed what looked like an enemy battle-line with a formidable
display of arms and equipment, while they saw themselves encircled, naked and

bedraggled."” But when the process of sorting out began, fear gripped all of them,
and the troops from Germany were particularly terrified when they imagined that

they were being picked out for execution... They appealed in turn to Mucianus, the
absent emperor, and finally to heaven and the gods. In the end, Mucianus addressed
them all as soldiers of the same allegiance and of the same emperor, and thus met
their mistaken fears.. When they heard a speech from Domitian a few days later,
they had already recovered their nerve. They now refused the offer of land, and
pledged for continued service and pay. This was a request — but a request which
could not be gainsaid. They were therefore taken on the strength of the praetorian

guard. Later those who had reached the age limit and served their time were

honourably discharged, while others were got rid of for misconduct. But the men

were discharged selectively and as individuals — the safest method of rendering a

mass movement relatively harmless (Tacitus Hist. 4.46)."°

As well as emphasisng the huge cost of maintaining so many praetorians, ~ the passage

makes clear that the immediate discharge of so many men would have resulted n
renewed fighting. Flavian policy circumvented that particular probability by gradually

reducing the size of the Guard.” A recently discovered inscription seems to reveal that

in the early years of Vespasian’s reign at least 19 cohorts were in commussion (AE
1995: 227), but a diploma indicates that by 76 the number of cohorts had been whittled
down to the Augustan establishment of nine (CIL XVI 21). These nine cohorts were

'7 Note the similarity to the encircling of the praetorians by Severus’ Pannonians in 193 as
described by Herodian (2.13.4ff), who may have used Tacitus’ account as a model. See

Whittaker, Herodian, p. 231, n. 1, for the account being entircly characteristic of the

historian’s love of similes and rhetoric.

'® Penguin trans. by K. Wellesley.

'> Their pay was more than three times that of the legionaries, who were still earning 225
denarii per annum at this point. With somewhere between ten and twenty thousand
practorians in existence, their pay could have financed at least six legions.

“% Note Roxan 1996: 247-56 for marines from the Ravennan fleet receiving privileges, before

discharge, in 70,
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surely milliary, It 1s likely that the surviving Othonian and Vitellian cohorts were well
under-strength and had been amalgamated with legionary transfers into full strength
milliary formations. Later, it was probably Domitian who raised the number of cohorts

to ten in response to his difficult Dacian wars (CIL XVI 81).*' The Guard was still

organised into ten cohorts when it was finally dissolved by Constantine in 312
(confirmed byRMD 78 (AD 306)).%

Returning to the Flavian Guard, it i1s notable that Vedennius Moderatus, a Vitellian
practonian transferred from legio XVI Gallica and retained by Vespasian, served 8

years 1n the Guard on top of 10 years in the legion, i.e. a total of 18 years, and

recetving missio from cohort IX in 76 or 77:%

CIL VI 2725 = ILS 2034 (Rome)

C(aius) Vedennius C(ai) f(ilius) / Qui(rina tribu) Moderatus Antio, / milit(avit) in
leg(ione) XVI Gal(lica) a(nnos) X, / tran<s>lat(us) in coh(orte) IX pr(aetoriam), / in
qua milit(avit) ann(os) VIII, / missus honesta mission(e), / revoc(atus) ab
imp(eratore)  fact(us) evoc(atus) Aug(usti), / arc<h>itect(us) armament(arii)
imp(eratoris), / evoc(atus) ann(os) XXIII, / donis militarib(us) donat(us) / bis, ab

divo Vesp(asiano) et / imp(eratore) Domitiano Aug(usto) Germ(anico) / [-].

As we saw above in section 1, after 18 years a direct practorian recruit could
realistically expect discharge. Moderatus was soon recalled and served a further 23

years as evocatus. Another Vitellian transfer retained by the Flavians, Manlius

*! In fact, the date of CIL XVI 81 is uncertain, belonging either to AD 89 or 134. An increase
in the size of the Guard by Domitian would compliment his German and especially Dacian
wars, though the creation of cohort X could be associated with Trajan in whose reign it is
attested (CIL X1 7093a = ILS 9189 (AD 120); Durry 1938; 80, n. 4).

#2 RMD 78 refers to cohort X. Previously Aur. Vict. Caes. 39.47 had been taken to show that
Diocletian had reduced the number of cohorts to nine (e.g. Durry 1938: 392). More likely,
and in line with the recent practice of establishing of new miniature legions from vexillations
long detached from their mother units, he transferred a large number of practorians from

Rome to his personal comitatus, and perhaps to those of his fellow emperors. Presumably
Maxentius subsequently raised the number of the praetorians remaining in Rome.

2 IX was probably not the number of his original practorian cohort but that of the

reorganised Flavian milliary unit.
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Severus from legio XXII Primigenia, served 15 years in the Guard and survived to
attain discharge (CIL VI 2649 = ILS 2035). Severus’ legionary service 1s not recorded
but we may presume this was at least two or three years. His praetorian service is
notable for being one year less than the minimum Augustan requirement. Some have
seen 1n this a special dispensation caused by his previous service (e.g. Kennedy 1978:
289-90). However, the fact that Severus was retained for almost a full term of

practorian service on top of his legionary service should be considered more

exceptional (especially in relation to Tacitus Hist. 4.46, above).

2. Severus and the new Guard

In June AD 193 Septimius Severus disbanded the praetorian cohorts in their entirety
for the murder of Pertinax and elevation of Didius Iulianus to the throne (Dio 74.1.1-2;
Herodian 2.13.1ff; SHA Sev. 17.5; Aur. Victor Caes. 20.1).** Severus immediately
began the reconstitution of the Guard from the best of his legionaries (Herodian
2.14.5). Do states that henceforth the Guard was recruited exclusively from provincial
legionaries in order to create an elite force, when before only ‘civilised’ Italians,
Macedonians, Noricans and Spaniards had been permitted to enlist (74.2.3-6). Dio
adds- that Italians were now excluded from service, the youth of Italy consequently
being forced into banditry and fighting as gladiators. The historian exaggerated. There
was no bar to men from provinces other than Macedonia, Spain and Noricum joining
the Guard before 193 as extant origines make clear. Provincials from areas such as
Thrace (or of Thracian descent), Pannonia and Germany are known since the early
first century (Passerini 1939: 156-59).> However, only a few years before Severus’
disbanding of the Guard, a dedicatory list of praetorians - from a single century - 1s
notable that the forty-one surviving origines are all Italian, and none of the surviving
names reflect imperial gentilicia (AE 1933: 97; AD 186 or after). This 1s somewhat at

odds with earlier Antonine discharge lists which had shown increasing numbers of

provincials.

Dio is surely correct that Severus wished to create a new elite fighting force of

** There remains, however, a suspicion that the disbanding was not quite as total as Dio and

Herodian report.

% More recently see AE 1984; 69, Col. Reii Apollinare; AE 1984: 68, Siscia, late first century
AD.
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practorians based around an experienced core of legionary transferees for his civil war,
% yet direct recruits with no prior military service certainly enlisted during his reign,
from perhaps as early as 193/4 (indicated below). What Dio’s statement emphasises 1s
that Severus’ reconstitution of the Guard relied mostly upon drafts from the legions

that had supported him, and indicates that even direct praetorian recruits came from
the same sources as the legions, 1.e. provincial canabae, rural areas and military
colonies (for legionary recruitment, see Mann 1983).” Contrary to Dio’s suggestion,

and against long held convention, Italians were not excluded from service in the
Severan Guard: the massive influx of provincials left few chances for them to gain

entry. The enlarged urban cohorts and vigiles still recruited predominantly in Italy, and

Italians formed a substantial element in legio II Parthica.®.

Neither Dio nor Herodian indicates how long Severus’ legionary transfers Severus
were required to serve in the new Praetorian Guard. One popular theory is that
transferees had to serve only the balance of their legionary service from the 16-year
practorian requirement; e.g. 1if a man had served 10 years as a legionary, he would

serve 6 years in the Guard before discharge (Kennedy 1978: 288-96). However, other
scholars of the Guard have stressed the difficulties in determining the service expected
of practorians in the third century, particularly those transferred from the legions.
Durry and Passerini noted that the minimum service expected of direct recruits still
appeared to be sixteen years, but was often exceeded (1938: 261-4; 1939: 183-91). As

for legionary transferees, Passerini made a survey of 25 such men but was prepared

2 The Guard had not seen active service since 180, or 184/5 at the latest.

% For the provincial composition of the third century Guard see Passerini 1939: 174 -180.
Thracians (174 examples), Pannonians (169) and Moesians (98) predominate, accounting for
more than two thirds of Passerini’s survey (629 origines in total). Sizeable contingents of
Africans and Numidians (40) Syrians (37), and Dacians (31) are also notable. The old
recruiting areas of Spain, Macedonia and especially Noricum (32) were still represented. I
only give Passerini’s figures as a rough guide for the makeup of the Guard. New epigraphic
finds, especially diplomas and /aterculi (e.g. Benefiel 2001), increase annually the number
and geographical spread of practorian origines, but Thracians and Pannonians still dominate.
For Pannonian recruits see Sadel 1972; Feldmann 1980; for Germans (not well represented in
Passerini) see now Speidel & Scardigli 1990; Le Roux 1992: 261-264.

“® Italian praetorians: Passerini 1939: 173, n. 2; Italians in the urban cohorts and vigiles: CIL

VI 32525, 32526; Birley 1969: 64-65; legio II Parthica: Forni 1992: 120 & AE 1991: 1572
(Tuscia, Etruria); AE 1993: 1584 (Perusia).
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only to stress the huge varnations in their praetorian service (where surviving or
indicated) rather than suggest an average length (1939: 184-198).% 1t is not stated, but
Passerini probably noted that the majority of these 25 soldiers had not clearly received
discharge but had died during service. Below I will attempt to determine the service

required of both legionary transferees and direct recruits to the Severan Guard.

2 a. Kennedy’s service theory

D. Kennedy attempted to calculate, from epitaphs and dedications of the Severan and

post-Severan periods, the average service of legionaries transferred to the praetorian
guard before discharge was granted (1978: 288-296). Kennedy wished to find a figure

that could be employed in Durry’s flawed formula for calculating effective cohort

strength from the fragmentary Severan laterculi (cf. Durry 1938: 81ff, Kennedy 1978:
275-288):

Mean number of soldiers discharged x average length of service x six (as in number

of centuries in a cohort) = effective cohort strength.”

Kennedy realised that Durry’s calculations were flawed because 16 years had been
employed as the length of service — as if the new Severan practorians were direct
recruits. But these men had been transferred from legions and surely their previous
legionary service affected the length of their term in the Guard. Looking at inscriptions

recording the service of legionaries transferred to the Guard Kennedy made the

following conclusions:

1. that legionary transfers were “required to serve only the balance of 16 years over

their service in the legions™

1. the average legionary service of transfers was 4 years and consequently average

praetorian service was 12 years. This latter figure was applied to the calculation of

1) CIL V1 2601; 2) VI 2803; 3) VI 2785; 4) VI 2672; 5) VI 210; 6) X 532; 7) XIII 6823; 8)
VIII 21021; 9) VI 2437; 10) VI 37207; 11) XIII 6824; 12) IX 1609; 13) VI 2758; 14) VI

3408, 15) VI 32540, b; 16) VI 37213; 17) VI 2673; 18) VI 2579; 19) VI 2977; 20) VI 2605;
21) V12697, 22) VI 2772, 23) VI 37224; 24) VI 32887; 25) VIII 9391.

** This method does not work. See chp. 2, sect. 1.
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cohort strength (1978: 295-6).

However, Kennedy’s conclusions were based on a selection of only sixteen inscriptions
and three of these texts referred to legionary transfers of AD 69-70.°' Of the remaining
thirteen texts Kennedy chose only to use the information from ten.”* The manner in
which these texts were interpreted 1s open to question, and therefore the conclusions
drawn from them. First, I will reconsidered the eight inscriptions as evidence of
legionary transferees having to serve only the balance of 16 years, (and especially

Kennedy’s assertion that the majority of these record veterans). Secondly,

supplementary evidence for legionary service prior transfer will be investigated to see

whether Kennedy’s average figure of four years legionary service before transfer

stands.

1) Inscriptions attesting praetorian service after transfer from a legion

a) CIL V137213 = 2294 = ILS 2044 = Kennedy 1978, no. 5 (Rome)

D(is) M(anibus) S(acrum). / Aur(elio) Vero mil(iti) c(o)ho(rtis) / VI pr(a)et(oriae) 7
(centuria) Blicisi, stup(endiorum) [sic] XIIII, nat(ione) / Pannon(io), pede Sirmese,
pago Ma/rtio, vico Budalia, q(ui) vixit an(nis) / XL, m(ensibus) III, d(iebus) XV,
mil(i)t(avit) in l(egione) I Atiut/rice [sic] stup(endiorum) I1I. Aur(elius) Marcellus / et
Aur(elius) Iustinus, Aur(elius) Florinus, Val(erius) / Avitianus et omnes

com<m>anipuli sui / de re ipsius b(ene) m(erenti) flecerunt) ex XL milibus.

The post-193 date of the stone is indicated by Verus’ imperial gentilicium, probably
derived from the nomina of Caracalla, his transfer from legio I Adiutrix and origo n
Pannonia. The lack of praenomina, tribal and filiation details are characteristic of the
third century. Verus’ gravestone was set up by commanipuli, literally meaning soldiers
of the same maniple but better translated as fellow-soldiers; this strongly suggests he
died during service. Verus is recorded as having died aged 40. Kennedy proposed that

Verus’ age could actually indicate that he had completed his military service and

received discharge sometime before death (1978: 290). There is no explicit information

*l Kennedy nos 1-3: ILS 2035, 2036, 2034.

*2 Kennedy nos 4: CIL VI 2697; 5: ILS 2044; 6: VI 210; 7: ILS 2037; 8: VI 2785; 9: VI 2673;

10: ILS 2038; 11: VI 2601; 12: VI 32660; 13: VI 37207; 14: VI 37224, 15: ILS 2045; 16: VI
2672. The information of nos 4, 7 and 14 was discounted.
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in the text to suggest this. Verus is described as miles not as veteranus and there is no
reference to honesta missio. Veterans held a privileged position in society, and they,
their families and heirs would wish to, and did, advertise the fact. Kennedy states that
if Verus had died during service, he had enlisted “comparatively late in life” (1978:
90). Verus’ total service amounted to 17 years; subtracting this from his age at death

would mean that he had enlisted in the army aged 22 or 23, a perfectly acceptable age

a for legionary or praetorian recruit (see below, inscription ‘c’). The text is notable

for stating a very precise origo, showing the importance of ties with home and the

maintenance of local identity.

b) CIL VI 210 =ILS 2103 = Kennedy 1978, no. 6 (Rome)

Pro salute dd(ominorum) nn(ostrorum) Augg(ustorum), / Herculem defensorem, /
genio centyriae [sic] ex voto posuit / L(ucius) Domitius Valerianus, / domo
Kapitolade, stip(endiorum) XVIII / mil(es) coh(ortis) X pr(aetoriae) p(iae) v(indicis)
/ (centuria) Fl(avi) Caralitani. / Lectus in praetorio dd(ominorum) nn(ostrorum) / ex
leg(ione) VI Ferrata f(ideli) c(onstante), missus honesta missione / VII idus
lanuar(ias) dd(ominis) nn(ostris) / Imp(eratoribus) Antonino Pio Aug(usto) III et /
Geta nobilissimo Caesar(i) 1I co(n)s(ulibus).

Valerianus set up this dedication to the Emperors (Severus and Caracalla), Hercules
the Defender and the genius of the century, on the occasion of his discharge on January
9, AD 208. The text indicates that he completed a total of 18 years service m the
Guard and legio VI Ferrata. The legion had defected to Severus from Niger in the
aftermath of the battle of Cyzicus (late 193 or early 194) and was awarded the titles

felix constans (Dio 74.6.4-6; Herodian 3.2.2; see also CIL X 532; Ritterling RE XII
(2) 1593). If Valerianus transferred to the Guard after the Battle of Issus (c. April 194;
Dio 74.7, Her. 3.4.2-8) when Severus finally entered the Orient, he would have served
just under 14 years as a practorian when discharged. It may be that he had served an
exact 13 years and was formally enlisted in the Guard in January or February 195,
after 5 years in his legion, into which he was originally recruited in January or
February 190. Herodian (2.14.5) tells us that Severus began to recruit his new Guard

immediately from the best of his troops in Rome in June 193, so it would seem that

3 His age at death, the very common 40, mi ght be the result of age rounding.

*4 That is when discharges were normally made and new recruits presumably enrolled.
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transfers were immediately effective, whatever the time of year. Recruits were
probably accepted at any time of the year in all units. There 1s no reason to accept
Kennedy’s suggestion that Valerianus’ length of service was rounded up and that he
actually served fewer than 18 years in total, “so that on the discharge date... he had
not completed 16 years service” (1978: 90-1). Why should we doubt the information
inscribed on the stone? The rounding of ages certainly did occur on military epitaphs,
especially if the age of the deceased was uncertain, but these approximate guesses

seem always to have ended in multiples of five (Scheidel 1996: 97ff). However, the

rounding up of years of service was highly unlikely because of the extent of military

record keeping, and especially as comrades would recognise any exaggeration.”

Valenanus® 18 stipendia simply indicate 18 completed years of service, possibly 17

years in total if he had counted inclusively, but in no way was his service less than 16
years. Kennedy’s only reason for doubting this 1s because 13 years practorian service

would be too many and contradicts with his theory of legionaries only having to serve

the balance of 16 years over their legionary service.

c¢) CIL VI 2437 = ILS 2037 = Kennedy 1978, no. 7 (Rome)

(relief of soldier) D(is) M(anibus). / C(aio) Maccenio Vib[io], mil(iti) coh(ortis) I
pr(aetoriae) 7 (centuria) / Primitivi. Vix(it) ann(os) LV, mil(itavit) in leg(ione) X /
Gem(ina) ann(os) VIIII, ind(e) tral(atus) in pr(aetorium) mil(itavit) an(nos) / XIIILI.
Ulpia Valentia co(n)iugi / karissimo b(ene) mf(erenti) flecit), cura(m) agente /

demandatum fratri ex tes/tamento Maccenio Crispino / evok(ato) Aug(usti) n(ostri).

The post-193 date 1s suggested by Vibius’ transfer from legio X Gemina. The nomen
of his wife, Ulpia, was probably derived from origin in a settlement established by
Trajan, and indicates a date at least in the second century, but the very mention of a
legal wife makes it certain that the stone dates to the reign of Septimius Severus at the
earliest when soldier’s marriages were recognised (probably from 197; Herodian 3.8.5;
Campbell 1978; 1984: 303). That Vibius retains his praenomen could suggest an early

third century date, and as only a single reigning emperor is recorded in the text (Aug.

n.), he might be identified as Caracalla, Elagabalus or Severus Alexander (Vibius’

service 1s too long to suggest the sole reign of Septimius). Further, the brief description

*> Military rosters from Egypt and Dura Europos make it clear that part of a soldier’s
complete formal identification was his year of enlistment. Cf Fink RMR 1-8. However,

evidence from the Eastern Empire may not reflect the situation in the west.
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of the funerary relief in the Corpus (vol. VI, p. 673) follows typical third century
iconography. The soldier is dressed in tunic and sagum (rather than a paenula last
depicted on the Arch of Severus and Gate of the Argentarii); he is bare headed, holding
a shaft weapon in his right hand (here described as a lancea but probably a pilum),
and a stick or staff in his left (fustis). He wears a belt described as a parazonium —

probably describing a ring-buckled? This agrees with the generic style of third century
practorian funerary reliefs, and would seem to reflect exactly two other examples
where the deceased holds a fustis (see chp. 4, sect. 2; cf. Speidel & Scardigli 1990, taf.
24, Kleiner 1987, no. 125).

The combination of Vibius’ age (55) and total service (23 years) led Kennedy to
suggest that he was a former evocatus (1978: 291). Kennedy broke down Vibius’

service as follows:

Legion: 9 years (inscr. = 9 years)
Miles praet..  8/9 years (inscr, = 14 years)
Evocatus: 4/5 years (inscr. = no mention of evocatio)

Because of his age, Kennedy concluded that Vibius had received discharge sometime
before death and was a veteran for an uncertain number of years.”® Let us consider

here the upper age at which a man could enter the Guard.

Vibius’ deduced recruitment age of 32 (derived from age at death minus years of
service) might be explained by conscription into legio X Gemina on the eve of a major
campaign when units were brought up to strength and men outside of the ‘usual’
recruitment ages were pressed into service. Still, we should not discount the possibility
that he was a volunteer. His age would not have been exceptional. Of men who enlisted
in the second century Guard, Iulius Augurinus and Sempronius Flavus appear to have
been probati at the age of 32 (CIL VI 2644, 2473). Aurelius Iulianus and Aurelius
Gallus, direct recruits to the third century Guard, both enlisted aged 31 (CIL X 1755;

* As Vibius’ age ends in a multiple of five, it may be rounded or an approximate guess. We
may presume that his brother was aware of his actual age and accept the figure (though

compare the use of plus minus on CIL VI 2601 (see below), a stone set up by the brother of
the deceased).
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VI 2525).”” Legionaries are known to have been recruited up to the age of 36 (Forni
1953: 27). From legio II Parthica, whose recruitment sources were the same as the
Guard’s, one soldier’s age at death is stated as 50; the length of service is damaged but

was clearly between 16 and 19 years (CIL VI 3375, AD 222-35). This would suggest

enlistment after the age of 30, but his age may have been rounded to the nearest five.”

*’ Tulianus’ age at death is recorded as 40 and Gallus® as 45; both ages may be rounded. See
Scheidel 1996: 97-99, who shows that the high recurrence of ages 25, 30, 40 and 45 at death,
strongly suggests age-rounding was a common practice. However, in the general absence of
skeletal remains with which to compare the age information recorded on tombstones the
method of subtraction of length of service from age at death to deduce enlistment age is often
the only option available to us. (Though see Walker 1985: 55-57 for the second or third
century praetorian Valerius Secundus, ILS 2025). We are forced to trust that the age is
approximately correct. Many soldiers would have died aged 25, 30, 40 etc., and where age
rounding has taken place, it may only have been out by a few years rather than by five. Some
soldiers may even have died older than the age on their gravestone suggests. Unfortunately
we must also be wary of ages not ending in multiples of five; some could still be approximate
guesses or simply false. At enlistment recruits may have been given an approximate age if
they themselves were uncertain, and this was not necessarily limited to ages ending in
multiples of five (compare P.0Oxy.1022 = Fink RMR 87). On some epitaphs the rather precise
supplementary number of months and days (and even hours) lived might have been
calculated from date of enlistment, or from the start of the new year, rather than from date of
birth. The number of hours lived was presumably reckoned as the number of hours the dying
person survived from daybreak until death. One scholar is of the opinion that “ages of death
recorded on tombstones are entirely worthless as demographic evidence,” see M. Crawford,
‘Population, Roman’, OCD (3), 1223. This is borne out by some inscriptions but not others.
For example, one practorian buried by his wife died aged 35 plus minus; this suggests that
his wife, and possibly the deceased man himself, was unaware of his exact age (CIL VI
37207). On the other hand some epitaphs are extremely precise (CIL VI 37242): Dfis)
M(anibus) S(acrum). / Clodiae Se/cundae coniu/gi dulcissimae et bene / merenti, quae vixit
an(nis) / XXV, men(sibus) X, dieb(us) XIIII, in / coniugio mecum fuit si/ne querella an(nis)
VII, m(ensibus) 1111, / dieb(us) XVIII, L(ucius) Caelius Flo/rentinus 7 (centurio) coh(ortis) X /
urb(anae) posuit. / Nat(a) Mamertino et Rufo co(n)s(ulibus) pri(die) non(as) / Aug(ustas) [4
Aug. 182), def(uncta) (ante diem) XV kal(endas) Iul(ias) Aspro et Maximo co(n)s(ulibus) [17
Jun. 207]. Note ILS 7531 as evidence for noting date of birth. See also Scheidel 2001.

*® Most recruits to the legion seem to have been aged 18 to 22, with 18 rather than 20 the
peak enrollment age, but the results are suspect because of the common occurrence of 40 as
the age at death. For example, Albanum; CIL VI 3367-3410; 32876-32879; 37261-37264.
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A more reliable II Parthica epitaph records that a legionary who died at Cyrrhus in
Syria during the Persian expedition of Severus Alexander was aged 54 with 22 years
service; simple subtraction of his service from his age means that he enlisted aged 32
(CIL 111 187 = IGLS 1372). Auxiliary recruits older than this are evident. In the first
century AD recruits aged 37 and 42 have been identified, possibly the result of

emergency levies (CIL XIII 7513; XIII 8314, aged 60 at death, referred to as miles
with 18 stipendia;, Holder 1980: 123-124). The maximum upper age of recruitment in

the Imperial period has been taken as 35 (e.g. Davies 1969: 211), but the source on

which this 1s based indicates only that recruits aged below 35 were preferred, and that

men above this age, especially in emergencies, would not be exempt from service.”

Indeed, a practorian epitaph of third century date suggests one soldier might have
enlisted (or had been conscripted) at some point in his early forties (CIL VI 2534 = ILS
2050).

We should not discount the possibility that Vibius was a volunteer. His age could
indicate dissatisfaction with a previous career or lack of employment before enlistment.
There may have been deliberate measures by the Imperial army to recruit older men to
provide a leavening of maturity amongst the younger recruits (note SHA Had. 10.6-
7).% Older men may have received more pay than younger recruits (note Dio 78.36.1-

2, on Macrinus’ military pay policy).

Apamea: AE 1991: 1572; 1993: 1571-1588.

* Dio 56.23.1ff on the situation following the Illyrian revolt and Varian disaster: ...And
when no men of military age showed a willingness to be enrolled, he [Augustus] made them
draw lots, depriving of his property and disfranchising every fifth man of those still under
thirty-five and every tenth man among those who had passed that age... He chose by lot as
many as he could of those who had already completed their term of service [Loeb trans.].
Livy (22.11) indicates that of troops levied from Rome in 217 BC, those aged under 35
served with the fleet, whilst those over 35 garrisoned the city. Under the Republic all citizens
aged 17 to 46 could be called up for field service (Gellius 10.28.1). Polybius states that a
citizen was expected to perform ten years as an eques or sixteen as an infantryman before the
age of 46 (6.19.1). In the ‘Servian system’ Livy says that in each of the five age-classes, those
aged over 46 (seniores) were required to defend Rome in the event of war (1.46).

‘0 Vegetius states that adolescents made the best recruits (1.4). Scheidel estimates that a
legion of 5000 men would suffer 55 % manpower loss over 25 years (about 40 % mortality
and ¢. 15 % loss through injury etc.), and consequently require 280 recruits a year (Scheidel

1996: 117-124; for his method see chp. 2, sect. 1). Alston estimates 250 recruits a year for a
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Since we have established that Vibius could have enlisted in his thirties, the inscription
offers no other evidence than to suggest that he was a veteran or evocatus. He 1s
described only as miles; he is not given the rank/status of evocatus and there 1s no
reason to cull four or five years from his practorian service and assign it to evocatio.
Most evocati continued in service until death, meaning that examples of ex-evocati are
rare. It has been estimated that only 12.5 % of these men actually became centurions,
with the majority being retained for years because of their training skills and usefulness
in commanding small detachments in Italy and the provinces on policing, construction
projects and other duties (E. Birley 1981: 25-29).*' If Vibius had been an evocatus or
veteran the stone would have indicated this greater status. His status as miles
combined with his depiction in full military attire on the grave relief further emphasises
that he died during service. Gravestone reliefs of third century practornian veterans are
rare, but surviving examples show them in civilian attire emphasising their successful
completion of service and elevated position in society (Kleiner 1987, no. 121 (CIL VI
2488); no. 124 (VI 2671), both wear togas; compare Franzoni 1987, no. 45 (CIL XI
839): no. 46 (CIL XI 837)).*

In his final conclusions Kennedy chose not to employ Vibius® length of service in his

calculation of average service, declaring that the stone was probably corrupt, though
he does not indicate why (1978: 296).

d) CIL VI 2673 = Kennedy 1978, no. 9 (Rome)

[-- TJertio b(ene)fficiario) praeffecti praetorio) coh(ortis) VIII pr(aetoriae) 7
(centuria) / [—-], vix(it) ann(is) XLV, dieb(us) VII, mil(itavit) in leg(ione) / [VII
Cllaud(ia) ann(is) V inde tral(atus) in pr(aetorium) / [mil(itavit)] ann(is) XIIII.

legion suffering 60 % manpower loss, but he does not make his method clear (Alston 19935:
45).

Y Evocati were no longer caligati but they had not received discharge. A rare example of an
evocatus who had achieved discharge comes from Ostia. Unfortunately his service is not
recorded. CIL X1V 219: C. Iul. Maxim[us] / vet. ex evok. / C. Iul. Marcelli/nus et Eusebi/us
alum. b. m. fe/cerunt. Note also AE 1937: 195: [L]ibero pat(ri) et Libe[rae IJul. Iulianus
vet(eranus) ex [ev]ok(ato) v. s. . m. See also CIL VI 32660 = text ‘g’, below.

2 Veterans could of course be shown with panoply (e.g. Franzoni 1987, no. 3), but the key

point here is that the accompanying inscriptions stress that the deceased was a veteran.
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Natione Pann(onia) / [inferiore(?)]. Aur(elius) Quintus frater et Aur(elia) / [----]a
soror heredes et Iul(ia) Matr(i) / [----]onia co(n)iugi carissimo, b(ene) m(erenti) /
[fece]runt.

A post-193 date is indicated by the imperial gentilicium Aurelius, Tertius’ origin,

transfer from a legion and the fact that he was married.

Subtracting Tertius’ total service of 19 years from his age would suggest he enlisted in
legio VII Claudia aged 26.* Kennedy considered 26 too old for a realistic enlistment
age, stating that most recruits were aged between 18 and 22, so making it probable that
Tertius had been a veteran for some time (1978: 292). That is most unlikely. As we

have seen, men enlisted well into their thirties and recruits in their mid to late twenties
are also evident.* For example, Iulius Salutaris also entered the third century Guard
aged 26 (CIL VI 2682)* and Aurelius Titus aged about 25 (AE 1914: 253); there are
many examples of third century practorians with the deduced enlistment age of 24.% A
legionary of II Parthica, whose soldiers came from the same recruiting grounds as the
Guard, appears to have enlisted aged 26, and he was hardly the legion’s oldest recruit
(CIL VI 3404, AD 222-35). Scheidel has concluded that the enlistment age of
practorian recruits in the first three centuries AD peaked at age 19 (1996: 111ff).

Using Scheidel’s figures for the percentage of soldiers whose age at death ends in

multiples of five (1.e. are potentially rounded), and those whose age does not end in
multiples of five, the combined averages would suggest 80 % of recruits were aged

between 17 and 23, whilst recruits aged between 24 and 32 accounted for about 14 %

* Tertius’ gravestone was set up by his wife, brother and sister and presumably his age is
correct ~ note the recording of days as well as years - or at least approximately so rather than

a complete guess, despite being the oft-seen 45, with its suspicions of age-rounding. See
Scheidel 1996: 99, fig. 3.1.

* Deduced enlistment age 27: CIL VI 2735, 2742; age 30: Speidel & Scadigli 1990: 201 =

AE 1990: 752; CIL VI 2461, 2566; ILS 9072. I have not yet found any post-193 examples for
enlistment ages 28-29.

> Perhaps also CIL VI 3424,

“ For example, CIL VI 2446; 2486; 2730; 32671; 37224: VIII 21021; IX 1424; AE 1980:
141.
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(based on the figures summarised in table 3.7, p. 113).The remaining 6 % account for

recruits aged between 13 and 15, and those older than 32.*

Tertius is recorded as beneficiarius praefecti praetorio It is clear from other careers
that men of this rank were automatically made evocati on completion of their ordinary

practorian service, with many progressing to the centurionate (Breeze 1974: 246-257).

This is confirmed by the absence of beneficiarii praefecti on the laterculi. A very rare
example of a third century beneficiarius praefecti on a laterculus of the urban cohorts

dating to 204 (CIL VI 32523, b, 11, 19). This soldier obviously preferred to retire after
his 20 or 21 years service rather than continue soldiering indefinitely. Therefore, it is
most probable that Tertius died as beneficiarius, rather than deny himself a chance at
the centurionate and perhaps tribunates beyond. Attaining the penultimate ‘NCO’ rank
in the Guard indicates Tertius’ ability and, more importantly, his literacy and
education. His occupation before enlistment in the army is debatable (he may have
been conscripted), but it should be remembered that for educated men the army was
seen as a viable career with good pay and security and the possibility of promotion to
high rank. One could cite the example of the future emperor Pertinax, who when

dismayed with a teaching career sought a centurion’s commission (SHA Pert. 1.5).

If Tertius was a veteran the stone would have stated this fact, or at leasf made
reference to his receipt of honesta missio. Even if he were described as ex beneficiario
this would only indicate removal from the unit by death, not that he had died sometime
after discharge. Tertius was buried by his family, clearly resident in or near Rome. The
absence of reference to commanipuli does not further any argument for Tertus being a
veteran. Many other serving soldiers were buried by their families (e.g. CIL VI 2431,
2453 etc.). Kennedy points out that Tertius’ service may have been as little as 17
years, “the 5 and 14 should be regarded as ‘in his 5 and ‘in his 14" year’” (1978:
292). Again, why should we doubt the information? I would still read the text as ‘he
served in the Claudian legion for five years... in praetorio for fourteen years’, making
for 18 to 19 years’ service. It is unclear for how much longer Terttus would have had

to wait before evocatio, but Aelius Ementus, a direct recruit to the third century

¥’ Holder concluded that 75 % of auxiliary recruits in the first century were aged 18 to 25
(1980: 123-124). For legionaries of the first three centuries AD, Forni found 75 % were aged
between 18 and 23 at enlistment (1953: 26-27), generally confirmed by Scheidel (1996:
99fF), with both showing that enlistment peaked at age 20.
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Guard, became evocatus after 14 years and, incidentally, had enlisted aged 26 or 27
(CIL VI 2482). Emeritus is the most rapid example of a third century praetorian made
evocatus. His case may be exceptional and he survived only three months in the rank

(cf. section 1 a., above)

e) CIL VIII 21021 = ILS 2038 = Kennedy 1978, no. 10 (Caesareca, Mauretania

Caesariensis)
D(is) M(anibus) S(acrum). / Aurelius Vincentius, / miles coh(o)rtis / tertiae

praetoria(e), / centuria Maximini. Militavit in legione / undecima Claudia / annis V,

/ in praetoria annis / X1, vixit annis XL, / civis Trax. Memoria(m) fecerunt / cives de

rebus / ipsius bene / merenti (relief of Vincentius in military attire)

On the basis of the stone’s provenance in Mauretania, Kennedy suggested that it could
show Vincentius’ place of settlement after discharge (1978: 292). However, there is no
information to indicate that Vicentius had received discharge. Vincentius is not called
veteranus and there 1s no reference to missio. Practorian veterans tended either to
remain in Rome or Italy (e.g. CIL VI 2488, 2579, 2642, 2671), or return to their place
of origin (Roxan 1981: 269-273). Originally recruited to legio XI Claudia, we would
have expected Vincentius to return to Moesia or Thrace. Almost certainly, he died in
Caesarea whilst the Guard was in the region, some advocating connection with
Maximian’s campaign in 297 (e.g. Durry 1938: 392); Passerini suggested that the
stone be linked to Septimius Severus’ African operations of 202-3 (1939: 185-6). The

text as reproduced 1n the Corpus and by Dessau does not immediately suggest a late

third century date. The stone is clearly third century by Vincentius’ nomen, origo and
transfer from the legion, but neither the legion nor the Guard is given honorary titles to
aid the dating. The gravestone carries a relief of Vincentius in mulitary attire that
would help the dating, but I have not seen it. Perhaps the relief and the style of lettering
date the stone to the close of the century. The text is notable for its lack of
abbreviations, it does not use numerals for the unit numbers, and there is no centuria
symbol. But an imperial campaign need not have required a practorian presence in
Mauretania. A number of practorian detachments performed policing duties in Africa
and Numidia during the third century (cf. Le Bohec 1989: 485). We know of
practonian stationes near Utica (CIL VIII 25438 = ILS 9072 = ILTun. 1198), and at

Rusicade, where one soldier had apparently seen nine years of service when he set up a

dedication to Claudius Gothicus (ILS 9073 = ILAlg 11, 8; AD 268-70). The presence of
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a detachment of cohort VI 1s attested at Thysdrus during the reign of Severus
Alexander (AE 1908: 157). Kennedy makes no reference to the fact, but Vincentius®

memorial was set up by the citizens of Caesarea. This need not indicate his place of
settlement after discharge, but rather a token of esteem from the local populace for the
policing duties he performed; the Roman empire had no regular police forces.

Vincentius died during service and therefore cannot illustrate that legionary transfers

served only the balance of 16 years over their service in the legions.

f) CIL VI 2601 = ILS 2055 = Kennedy 1978, no. 11 (Rome)

D(is) M(anibus) Aur(elio) Bito, eq(uiti) co(ho)r(tis) VI pr(aetoriae), / natione
T(h)rax, civ[i]s Filopo/pulitanus, (vixit) an(nos) p(lus) m(inus) XXXV, qui /
mil(itavit) an(nos) XVII sic: in legione I It/alica an(nos) II, in co(ho)r(te) II
pr(a)et(oria) / munifex an(nos) XIIlI, factus / eq(ues) mil(itavit) menses n(umero) X.

Fratri / dignissimo Val(erius) Aulusa/nus pr(ajet(orianus) inconparabili.

Bitus’ (or Bito’s) nomen, origo and transfer indicate the third century date. When he
died, Bitus had not quite served fifteen years in the Guard. As he served only ten
months as eques, this almost certainly means that he died during service before
completing another stipendium and therefore stresses the reliability of the service
information. Having finally gained a promotion it is unlikely that he was anticipating
discharge (cf. Breeze 1974: 246-57). Kennedy states that the inscription does not allow
us to determine whether Bitus died in service (1978: 293), but the combination of
precise length of service, description as eques, not veteranus, and without reference to
missio, clearly shows that he still served at time of death. Note the uncertainty over
Bitus’ age as indicated by the use of plus minus, even though his ‘brother’, another
serving practorian, set up the stone. The brothers have different nomina. This could
suggest they were given them on enlistment, but it 1s also possible that “frater’ 1s used

in the sense of a close comrade.

g) CIL VI 32660 = 2772 = Kennedy 1978, no. 12 (Rome)

D(is) M(anibus) S(acrum). / Aur(elio) Mestro / ex evok(ato) qui milfitavit) in
I(egione) / an(nos) VI, in cast(ris) praet(oriis) an(nis) / XXI, nat(us) vico Bilicost(a?)
/ regfione) Pautaliense, / q(ui) v(ixit) ann(is) XXXVI, m(ensibus) II, h(ora) 1. /
Aur(elius) Vitupaus vet(eranus) fratri / b(ene) m(erenti) flecit).



The third century date is indicated by the imperial gentilicium Aurelius, transfer from
a legion and origo in Pautalia. The legion could have been IV Flavia or VII Claudia in

Upper Moesia, though Mestrus’ might have served in any of the Danube legions (cf.

Formi 1992: 116ff). Mestrus’ age on the stone reads XXXVI, but, considering he was
ex evocato, it should be emended to XXXXVI, rather than alter the length of service.*®
Kennedy (1978: 293) emends the service to 11-12 years for time as praetorian miles,
yet still this would make his service before evocatio a total of 17 or 18 years, i.e. more
than 16 years. Kennedy further proposes that Mestrus served four to five years as
evocatus before discharge, making for a maximum service of 23 rather than 28 years.
But such a breakdown of the service information is not to be found in the text: the use
of militavit... in cast. praet. clearly means time as both praetorian miles and evocatus.
It 1s pointless to emend the service length just to indicate time as an ordinary
practorian.”” A man might be made evocatus after eleven years in the Guard, but the
shortest length of service known in the third century before evocatio is 14 years (CIL
VI 2482 - a direct recruit). Unfortunately very few inscriptions indicate service as
practorian and evocatus separately, but we know that Aurelius Iuhanus served 19-20
years before evocatio, serving a further 9 years before death (CIL VI 3419). The total
service of Valerius Iulianus as praetorian and evocatus is a recorded as the very
precise 17 years, 8 months and 23 days (CIL VI 2658); i.e. only slightly longer than

the minimum service expected of a first to second century praetorian, but he may not

have been evocatus for very long.” Other third century evocati served not less than a
total of 19 years (e.g. CIL VI 3411). Mestrus’ service is therefore perfectly acceptable

for a third century evocatus and emphasises that his age is the suspect element 1n the

* Is it possible that on some epitaphs ages were deliberately reduced to give the impression
that the deceased had accomplished much in a short time and advanced further than his
peers? I have already indicated that most stipendia read on stones should be correct from the
existence of military records and the knowledge of comrades, unless the stonecutter made a
mistake; but age is another issue. Mestrus’ age is quite precise with months and days also
indicated. If a further decade were added, his deduced enlistment age would be a very
acceptable 18.

*If Mestrus died aged 36, then Kennedy’s proposed total service would have him enlisting
in the legion aged between 13 and 15. Such young recruits are known but would have

accounted for less than 4 % of legionary recruits. Calculated from Forni 1953: 27; Scheidel
1995: 110, table 3.5.

3% Note that both Iuliani were direct recruits.
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text.

Mestrus was ex evokato and his brother a veteranus. Kennedy seems to interpret the

use of ex as meaning Mestrus had completed his military service before death. It need
not show this, just that death took him from service.”" The text cannot be made to show

that Mestrus served the balance of 16 years over his legionary service.

h) CIL V137224 = Kennedy 1978, no. 14 (Rome)

D(is) M(anibus) S(acrum). / Val(erius) Pat<e>rnianus™ mi/lix [sic] coh(ortis) X
prae[t(oriae)] 7 (centuria) Boni, qui / vixit annis XL m(ensibus) III, / dies [sic] X,
militavit in le/gione annis XI, in prae/torfiJam [sic] ann(is) V et m(ensibus) V, /
natione Pannonica / pag(i) Traiani. Val(erius) Ve/recundus et Iul(ius) Pris/cianus

(h)eredes huius / b(ene) m(erenti) flecerunt). >

The third century date is suggested by the poor quality of the Latin, the lack of
praenomina, Paternianus’ Pannonian origo and transfer from a legion. Depending on
location of Pagus Traianus in Pannonia, the unspecified legion was one of the

following: X Gemina, XIV Gemina, I Adiutrix or II Adiutrix.

Paternianus’ age at death is the suspiciously recurrent 40, but is accompanied by a
number of months and days that may indicate its accuracy. However, the quality of the
Latin 1s very poor and his rather precise age may simply reflect the time of year he
died, perhaps during March; i.e. it was calculated from the start of the year. If we do
subtract Paternianus’ total service of 16 years and 5 months from his apparent age, he
possibly enlisted in the legion aged about 23, i.e. in the most prominent range of
enlistment ages of 17 to 23. Again, there is nothing in the text to indicate that
Patermianus had completed his service; he is called miles and his praetorian service
would seem to indicate he died almost half way through another stipendium
(potentially indicating death sometime in May rather than March as suggested above).
Of course, Paternianus’ stipendia are attractive to Kennedy’s theory of the service

required of transfers: he argued that Paternianus “because of his age at death and his

>! Compare CIL XIV 219 and AE 1937: 195 describing the deceased as, ... vet(eranus) ex
evok(ato).

>? The stone reads Patprnianus, presumably a stonecutter’s error.

>3 The text in the Corpus restores the practorian service to annu(m) et m( enses) V.
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burial by his heirs rather than commanipuli, it is probable that he had already been
discharged,” (1978: 294). As we have seen, if correct or approximately so,
Paternianus’ age supports death during service. If Paternianus was a veteran, the stone
would have indicated this superior status, and the fact that he was buried by heirs
rather than commanipuli is a poor evidence to suggest he was a veteran. There are
many examples of third century praetorians who died during service and were buried
by heredes.>* A most obvious example of practorians buried by heredes rather than
commanipuli 1s the gravestone commemorating at least three soldiers who were killed
during Maximinus’ siege of Aquilica in 238 (AE 1946: 183 = Inscr. Aq. 2825;
Herodian 8.2.2-5.9). It is not an absolute rule that serving soldiers had to be buried by

fellow soldiers, nor is it an absolute rule that fellow soldiers should be described as

-

commanipuli.

* % X%

Only one of Kennedy’s select inscriptions recording both legtonary and praetorian
service, inscr. ‘b’ (CIL VI 210 = ILS 2044), clearly indicates a practorian who
survived to reach discharge. He stresses that none of the inscriptions “strike a
discordant note” (1978: 295); yet as we have seen he ignores the information of text ‘c’
(CIL VI 2437 = ILS 2037), whilst giving no clear reason why (“probably corrupt”).
His treatment of each of the eight inscriptions is suspect. Essentially Kennedy attempts
to argue from age at death, deduced age at enlistment, place of commemoration and the
status of those who erected the gravestones, that a man recorded as miles could
actually be a veteran. His need to extract certain information from the stones
conveniently ignores the fact that Roman soldiers desired to impress rank and status
via their dedications and epitaphs: if a man were either a veteran or an evocatus, this
information would be proudly displayed on the stone. Self-advertisement was a key
feature of Roman funerary monuments. In all the volumes of CIL VI, from almost five
hundred practorian epitaphs and dedications contained there, I can find only one
possible example of a praetorian who was perhaps a veteran but 1s described as miles

(CIL VI 32650 = 2496).” Not one of the above inscriptions can support Kennedy’s

* A few examples: AE 1980: 141; CIL VI 2678; VI 2712.
3 D(is) M(anibus) / C(aio) Iulio Senecae mil(iti) c(o)hor(tis) III ﬁr(aetoriae) / 7 (centuria)
Cassi, stupendiorum XVI, Aelia / Iucunda coiugi incomparavili [sic] / [q]ui vixit annis cum

eo XXIII et / [Iul(ia)] Verecunda patri piissifmo / ---Jum bene merenti / [--=]... As Seneca
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theory that legionary transferees to the Severan Guard had only to serve the balance of

sixteen years over their legionary service.

2a. Average length of legionary service before transfer to the Guard

Before investigating evidence for the length of service in the Severan Guard for

transfers and direct recruits, let us briefly consider Kennedy’s conclusions on length of
legionary service before transfer to the Guard. The following five soldiers all clearly
died during service but were useful to Kennedy because their legionary service was
evident. If taken with inscriptions a-h, above, they could suggest a mean length of

legionary service before transfer, which could be subtracted from 16 years to indicate

an average term of practorian service (1978: 293-296):

1) CIL VI 2785 = Kennedy 1978, no. 9
Aurelius Tertius legio I Italica — 4 years

Guard - 2 years

1) CIL VI 2672 = Kennedy 1978, no. 16

Aurelius Saturninus legio II Italica - 6 years

Guard - lost

k) CIL VI 37207 = Kennedy 1978, no. 13

was married with a daughter, his service length could suggest that he was a pre-193
practorian who had received discharge, got married and raised a family. His wife’s nomen,
Aclia, specifies a date from the reigns of Hadrian or Antoninus Pius. However, Seneca is
called miles. His centurion Cassius may be identified with Cassius Verus, also centurion of
cohort III during the first half of the third century (CIL VI 2512). Therefore Seneca may be a
Severan praetorian who was married before enlistment and died during service as suggested
by his designation as miles rather than veteran. His wife may only have been formally
recognised when he enlisted with the inscription commemorating their fotal number of years
together. CIL VI 2534 = ILS 2050, another inscription that could possibly suggest a veteran

being styled as miles, probably records an evocatus even though he is styled as miles.
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Valerius Ursianus legio X Gemina - 5 years

Guard - 4 years

) CIL VI 2795 = ILS 2045 = Kennedy 1978, no. 15 (end 3™ - start 4™ cent.)
Valerius Tertius legio Mesiaca — 5 years

lanciarius - 11 years

Guard - lost

m) CIL VI 2697 = Kennedy 1978, no. 4
Aurelius Tertius legion — 10 years

Guard & evocatio - 25 years™

Taking the information from ten of these thirteen inscriptions (inscrs. a,b,d-g,i-l,
above) Kennedy calculated that mean legionary service before transfer was 4.4 years.”’
Subtracting this from 16 he settled upon 12 years as the average praetorian service
length to use in the calculation of practorian strength (1978: 295-6). Kennedy rejected
the information from a number of inscriptions: CIL VI 37224 (= ‘h’) indicating 11
years 1n an unspecified legion was “so much greater [in length than the other examples]
that it probably reflects an irregular situation” (1978: 296). However, another
practorian was transferred in 194 after 12 years in a legion (CIL VI 32837). The
campidoctor Aurelius Tertius who had served 10 years in an unnamed legion was also
excluded as “a special case” (CIL VI 2697 = ‘m’; Kennedy 1978: 295-6); Maccenius
Vibius who had served 9 years in legio X Gemina, was excluded as “corrupt” (CIL VI
2437 = “¢’; 1978: 295-6). Kennedy does not indicate why these examples are corrupt
or special cases. There are a number of other inscriptions on which the legionary

stipendia of post AD 193 transferees survives:

n) CIL V12977 =ILS 2173

Aurelius Augustianus exceptor — 4 years *°

*® Tertius clearly died during service. He was the campidoctor of cohort IX.
a-3years;b-4;d-5,e-5f-2,g-6: 1-4,]-6; k~5;1-35. In total the legionary
service amounts to 45; dividing by the 10 examples results in an average of 4.5 years before

transfer. Kennedy will have applied 3 years to inscription ‘b’, ¢f, 1978: 291, making for 4.4

years.

*® Perhaps originally a recruit to legio IV Flavia or VII Claudia.

-33 .



Guard - 5 years

Centurion — 8 years

o) CIL IX 1609:

Florus legio XIII Gemina - 5 years
Guard - 13-17 years

p) CIL XIII 6824 = AE 1940: 117:

Aurelius Germanus legio XIH Gemina - 6 years

Guard - 6 years?

q) CIL VI 32887:

Unknown legion - 12 years
Guard - lost

[Addendum: CIL VI 32943 = ILS 2782 (late 3"-early 4" century): Martinus: legio I
Minervia - 5 years; legio XI Claudia - 4 years; lanciarius — 5 years; praetonans or

protectores — 3 years.]

If we take the legionary service of all seventeen men (a-q) the average length before

transfer is exactly 6 years.”

However, rather than calculate a ‘mean length’ of legionary service before transter
would it not be simpler to emphasise that the current epigraphic evidence indicates that
legionaries could be transferred to the Severan or later third century Guard after as
little as two years (CIL VI 2785 = ‘), or half way through service (12 years; CIL VI
32887 = ‘q’). Transfer to the Guard would have also occurred near the end of
legionary service. Pannonian legionaries, especially of legio I Adiutrix, who had served

under Pertinax in the Marcomannic and Sarmatian wars, marched with Severus on

P a-3years;b-4;¢c-9;d-5;,e-5,f-2;g-6,h-11;i-4;j-6,k-5;,1-5,m~10; n
- 4;0-5; p-6; q- 12. In total the legionary service amounts to 102; divided by the 17
examples results in an average of 6 years before transfer. It should be remembered that text

‘e’ is possibly late third century and text ‘I’ is definitely late third century, but Kennedy
applies the service information to the Severan period.
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Rome in 193. With Severus posing as Pertinax’s avenger a number of these older

soldiers were surely adlected into the new Guard (cf. A. Birley 1988: 66-7).

Conclusion to section 2

We have seen how none of the texts in section 2a show that transfers were required to

serve only the balance of 16 years over their legionary service. There is no justification
for subtracting a mean length of legionary service from 16 years to gain an average
length of practorian service in the third century. The evidence is limited but indicates

that at almost any stage of his legionary career a soldier might either apply for transfer
or win it. What is more, because the Severan laterculi record the veterans of what was
essentially a new unit, their number is disproportionately high in comparison to a long
established unit, and using the Durry’s erroncous cohort strength formula only

produces exaggerated results (see chp. 2, sect. 1).

The only incontrovertible piece of service information to emerge from Kennedy’s
survey is that one legionary transferred to the Severan Guard, Domitius Valenanus,
inscr. ‘b’, was honourably discharged after 14 years. Valerianus’ practorian service
was less than the minimum Augustan requirement of 16 years, but only by two years,
and his total service of 18 years reflects the service after which a later Augustan or

Tiberian practorian might realistically have expected discharge (e.g. CIL VI 24389 =
ILS 2028, AD 29).

3. What was the length of Praetorian service in the third century?

Could the 18 years served by Domitius Valerianus be indicative of the service expected
of other third century practorians? There are a small number of epitaphs and

dedications dating to the third century that reveal the service of veterans and long-
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serving practorian. They could allow us to propose the minimum length of service

imposed by Severus on legionary transferees and direct recruits to the Guard.

The extensive career of Florus suggests two possibilities. He began his career in a

legion, was transferred to the Guard and subsequently promoted to various

centurionates:

CIL IX 1609 (Beneventum), after AD 240

.. f(ilius) Ulp(ia tribu) Florus / [Sarmiz]egethusa, mil(es) fac/[tus in leg(ione) XII]I
Gem(ina) [p(ia) f(ideli)], Severo et / [Victorino co(n)s(ulibus) (AD 200)], translatus
in / [coh(ortem) .. praetor(iam)] Antonino II co(n)s(ulibus) (205), / [factus
prinjcipalis in coh(orte) s(upra) s(cripta), / [Pompiano et Avit]o co(n)s(ulibus)
(209), promo/[tus tess(erarius in] coh(orte) s(upra) s(cripta), Antonino III / [et
Balbino co(n)s(ulibus) (213), fac]tus optio in coh(orte) s(upra) s(cripta), / [Messalla
et Sabijno co(n)s(ulibus) (214), factus sig/[nifer, Laet]o et Ceriale co(n)s(ulibus)
(213), / [factus antistes ab imp(erator)] Antonino aedis sa/[crae, Praesente et
Extrficato co(n)s(ulibus) (217). Factus / [7 (centurio) leg(ionis) XXII Prim(igeniae)
pliae) f(idelis) Mo]contiaci, Antfoni]no IIII / [Oclatinio Adven]to co(n)s(ulibus)
(218),; translat/[us in coh(ortem) ... pr(aetoriam), Gord[iano imp(eratore) pio et
Pon/[tiano co(n)s(ulibus) (238), factus CCC (trecenarius) in] cohorte III praetor/[ia,
Sabino et VenJu(s)to co(n)s(ulibus) (240), fact/[us centurio in legione -]

The text 1s fragmentary and the consular date of Florus® promotion to a centurionate in
legio XXII Primigenia has been restored as either AD 218 as above (Domaszewski-
Dobson 1967: 251), or 222 (Breeze 1974: 249, n. 11).%*° If we accept Domaszewski’s
restoration then Florus® service in the legion and the Guard totalled 18 years. We
should recall at this point that the only secure example of a practorian veteran to
emerge from Kennedy’s survey was Domitius Valerianus who received his discharge
after a total of 18 stipendia (CIL VI 210 = ILS 2103). If we take 222 as the date of

promotion to XXII Primigenia, Florus would have served 17 years in the Guard, i.c.

® The stone actually reads ANTVNO 1III. Breeze suggests Antonino IIII [et Augus]to cos =
AD 222. The restoration of the consular date as Antonino 1111 et Augusto seems tenuous but it

at least explains the numbering of the consulships accorded to the emperor. See CIL III 3384
= ILS 4232 = Fitz 1983, no. 170 for Antonino IIII cos, but it is unclear if the year referred to
1s 213 or 222.
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the equivalent of the ideal full term in the pre-Severan Guard, on top of the 5 years in
XIII Gemina.

Florus and Valerianus were legionary transferees and it is interesting to note that their

combined legionary and praetorian service of 18 years is reflected by that of the

following direct recruit to the Severan Guard:

CIL VI 2579 (Rome), AD 218-222

[—-] C(ai) f(ilius) Ulpia Poetovio/ne, C(aius) Iulius Iulianus, / vet(eranus) Aug(usti),
vix(it) ann(is) / XXXVIII, m(ense) I, d(iebus) IlI, / milit(avit) ann(os) XVIII in /
coh(orte) V pr(aetoria) p(ia) v(indice) 7 (centuria) Gratili/ani. C(aius) Iulius Glaus
[sic?], / mil(es) leg(ionis) Il Parthic(a)e An/toninian(a)e p(iae) f(idelis) f{elicis)
(a)eter/n(a)e, C(aius) Iulius T[...] mil(es) coh(ortis) XII / urb(anae), fratres et

C(aius) An/tonius Ripanus vet(e)ra/nus (h)eredes bene mer(enti) / curaverunt.

As no previous service in a legion or other unit is mentioned, it is clear that Iulianus
was a direct recruit to the Guard and his 18 stipendia refer to praetorian service alone.
His' brother served in legio II Parthica, its honorific imperal title Anfoniniana
applicable to either Caracalla or Elagabalus. Fitz argued that the title was not granted
to the legion by Caracalla until 216 and that it was subsequently renewed by
Elagabalus (1983: 76, 81-3). It is unclear which emperor granted the supplementary
titles pia fides felix aeterna, though they seem to apply best to the legion’s support of
Elagabalus against Macrinus.® If Fitz was correct in the dating of the grant of
Antoniniana, it was made whilst the legion was campaigning in the east. Unless Iulius
‘Glaus’ (= Glaucus or Gaius?) was among the remansores left to man the castra

Albana, the location of the epitaph should date it to no earlier than mid-late 219 when
the City units had returned from the East (cf. ILS 2188 %), and no later than March

°! Dio 78.34fT. The titles are known from epitaphs from Apamea where II Parthica was in
intermittent residence from 215-218/19 (Balty and van Rengen 1993: 23-4 = 4AE 1993: 1572-
1573). But because of the dates we are no clearer to which emperor they may refer. One of
the stones has been dated to 215 (AE 1993: 1572), commemorating a legionary who died en

route to Apamea at Aegeae, but he could have been among reinforcements sent for by

Macrinus for the Parthian war and arriving in 218. His gravestone was erected at Apamea.
See also Ritterling RE XII (2), 1479-80.

52 29 September = CIL VI 31162 = Speidel 1994, no. 62
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222 when Elagabalus was murdered, and Antoninana titles were abolished. Because of
this Iulianus can have enlisted in the Guard no later than 203-4 and presumably
enlisted a year or so earlier.®” Iulianus’ direct enlistment contradicts Dio’s assertion

that Severus admitted only legionaries to his Guard (74.26).

The inscription emphasises that Severus, and his successors, expected at least 18 years
service for direct praetorian recruits before discharge would be granted. It is notable

therefore that the combined legionary and praetorian service of Domitius Valerianus

and Florus was also 18 years before discharge or promotion beyond the Guard.
Severus increased fleet service from 26 to 28 years, perhaps at some time between

November 206 and July 208 (RMD 73, classis practoria Misenensis, AD 208).** As

service In the practorian fleets was increased, it is probable that service in the
practorian guard was correspondingly increased from 16 to 18 years, if it had not

already occurred (cf. the situation in AD 9, Dio 55.23.1). Neither Dio nor Herodian
mentions an increase in service for any troops but Severus may have used the occasion
of his victory over Albinus to formalise the service requirements of his legionary
transters, softening the blow with increased pay and recognition of soldiers’ marriages
(Herodian 8.2.4-5). It is unlikely that any Severan practorian, whether legionary
transfer or direct recruit, could expect release from service after 16 years. I can find no

example of a third century praetorian veteran with less than eighteen stipendia, except

®> Other men recruited directly under Severus or Caracalla: CIL VI 2461, 2640, 37212;
Speidel 1990: 201; AE 1983: 48 (210 or before); CIL VI 2637 (c.214). Because of their
deduced maximum lengths of service, the praetorians commemorated on the laterculi of
Severus’ reign are all legionary transferees (see sect. 4 of this chapter).

* 'The diploma is the earliest example of the extension. CIL XVI 122 of AD 166 is unlikely
to indicate 28 years (cf. Roxan RMD 73 n. 3). It is possible that extension be associated with
the pressures on manpower in the 170’s; a laterculus of 172 illustrates practorians forced to
Serve an extra two years, but the list also indicates men who had served the usual 16-17 years
(CIL VI 32522). However, Severus’ wars against Niger, Parthia and his African operations
would have demanded extensive and sustained use of the fleets. Cf. AE 1992: 136: Dfis)
M(anibus). / Dassi<u>s Clemens, / mil(es) cl(assis) pr(aetoriae) Mis(enatium), Il (triere) /
Clem(entia), v(ixit) a(nnis) L, m(ilitavit) a(nnis) XXVIII; / h(eres) flaciendum c(uravit).
Dassius must have died in his last year of service; compare ILS 2849, 2897 for veterans
discharged after 26 years. Service could exceed 28 years in the Misene fleet: one Seleucus

died during service with 30 stipendia (ILS 2872, see also ILS 2885). For the service increase
in the Ravennan fleet, /LS 2902, 2904,

-38 .



for the unusual case of a veteran with only 7 years service — presumably he was

legionary transfer (CIL VI 2642, sce appendix 2 for discussion).

Service 1n the other ‘City’ units was not altered. Service in the equites singulares

Augusti remained a minimum 25 years (Speidel 1994, nos 734, 735; AE 1954: 79 for

26 years). In the urban cohorts it probably remained at 20-21 years and discharge was
still biennial (CIL VI 32523 with VI 37184, AD 218; also CIL VI 32904).° The
vigiles served for six years (Rainbird 1986: 150).

It seems also that Severus was the emperor who established annual discharge in the

legions with all soldiers serving the full 26 years. ILS 2311 records discharge from
legio V Macedonica after 25 years in AD 170 but by the reign of Severus the situation

had changed. CIL III 6580 of AD 194 (legio II Traiana) and CIL III 14507 of 195
(legio VII Claudia) are laterculi recording discharge after 26 years service. The
legionaries of II Parthica were also expected to complete 26 years of service (AE 1981:
134, recruited 216, discharged 242; ILS 505, recruited 218, discharged 244). The
mulitary crises of the third century meant that this limit was exceeded in II Parthica.
One soldier recruited to replace men discharged under Gordian III died during the reign
of Aurelian with 33 stipendia (AE 1975: 171).% Another veteran’s tombstone indicates
he served 27 years before missio; his unit is not specified but the location of the stone
at Albanum should suggest II Parthica (CIL XIV 2284). Interestingly, one II Parthica
veteran 1s known to have received honourable discharge (not missio causaria) after
only 19 years (CIL VI 3373 = XIV 2283).%" It is possible that he was transferred from
another umit to the formative legion during the reign of Severus. However, 1n 213
Caracalla ruled that soldiers with 20 or more stipendia who were discharged on
medical grounds were entitled to the full veteran privileges (CJ 5.65.1 = Campbell

1994, no. 332). Perhaps similar privileges were extended to this man.

® CIL VI 32904 is most probably a laterculus fragment of the urban cohorts by the inclusion

of consular dates to indicate year of enlistment.

° He died whilst still in service.

" D(is) M(anibus) / Aurelius / Dassius / milit/avit in leg(ione) II Part(hica) / Antoninian(a)
pi(a) / [flelici)] / fi(deli), annis XVIIII ex civ[itate? Mur]/sa, miss(io) hon(esta) m(issione) ex
leg(ione) / s(upra) s(ripta), vix(it) annis L, m(ensibus) III, / dfiebus) XXVI, fec(it?) m{on(???)
m]emori(a)e Aureli[---]us Sever(us) d. d. l. m. s. / heres eius b(ene) m(erenti) flecit).

-30.



Returning to the Guard, the gravestone of another third century veteran, almost

certainly a practorian, also records a service length of 18 years:

CIL VI 2457 = X1 3845 = Speidel 1994, no. 748 (Saxa Rubra)

D(is) M(anibus). / Aelio Cogitato, veterano Augg(ustorum) nn(ostrorum), / qui
vix(it) ann(is) XXXX, mensib(us) X, dieb(us) VIIII, / et militabit ann(is) XVII[I?]I
Aurel(ius) lovin(us), / veteranus, et Lollius Constantin(us) / milex cohfortis) II

praetoriae, et Ulpius / Marcellinus, eques singularis Au[gg(ustorum) nn(ostrorum)],

/ bene m[ere]nti fecerunt.

The text 1s damaged and the service length might read XVIIIIL, 19 years (Spetdel 1994

405). Cogitatus’ unit 1s not specified but of the men who set up his gravestone, one
was a miles in the second practorian cohort, another a veteran from an unspecified
unit, and the third an eques singularis. It is assumed here from the location of the
stone and especially the service length, that Cogitatus was a praetorian veteran (cf.
Speidel 1994: 406). It must be emphsasised that no other unit granted missio so
quickly. Cogitatus died during the reign of two Augusti. Ricci prefers a late second to
carly third century date (meaning Severus and Caracalla? Ricci 1994: 35). On the
other hand, Speidel suggests that the letterforms indicate the later third century
(Speidel 1994: 406). The emperors could be identified with the two Philips, Valenan
and Gallienus or any other ruling pairs during the second half of the century. Neither
Cogitatus nor his heirs use their praenomina but this practice was not exclusive to the
later third century. Dating aside, if Cogitatus is accepted as a praetorian veteran, and

whether a direct recruit or transfer, he was discharged after 18 years service like

Valenanus, Florus and Iulianus.

This recurrence of 18 stipendia could help to date another gravestone to the third

century:

CIL X1V 2288 (Albanum)

Pup(ius?) Flaccus ev(o)c(atus) / q(ui) vix(it) an(nis) LV cal(igatus) / XVIII, Ael(ia)
Valenti/na coniugi b(e)/n(e) m(erenti) f(ecit).

The nomen of Flaccus’ wife, Aclia, dates the inscription at the very earliest to the reign

of Hadrian, but the location of the stone at Albanum would suggest a connection with
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legio II Parthica, and Flaccus’ lack of praenomen is characteristic of the third century.
Further, the stone seems to indicate Flaccus’ number of years as caligatus, 18 (rather
than his age at enlistment) and this would compare well with the service of the
practorian veterans above. Evocati served in calceo and received salaria distiguishing
them from the ordinary soldier who served in caliga and received stipendia (cf.
Gilliam 1946: 190). Therefore, it is possible that Flaccus was a practorian of the late
second to early third century who subsequently served with II Parthica in a training or
technical role (compare CIL VI 37262). Another evocatus of the early third century
has 19 stipendia recorded on his gravestone (AE 1993: 166). As stipendia this should

refer to his service as an ordinary soldier, presumably a praetorian.

% % X

The evidence for an 18 year praetorian service requirement in the third century 1s not
extensive. Epitaphs naming third century praetorian vefterani or evocati without
indicating years served far outnumber those that do. In CIL VI the ratio for probable
third century stones is about 4:1 or 5:1 in favour of those that do not record length of

service. The ratio is only very approximate because of the ambiguous dating of some
of the texts. However, CIL VI 2579 = ILS 2048 shows that Septimius Severus was the
emperor responsible for increasing service from the minimum 16 years established by
Augustus. It is notable that the total praetorian service of two Severan legionary
transfers also amounted in total to 18 years (CIL VI 210 = ILS 2103; IX 1609). The
remaining two inscriptions (CIL VI 2457 & XIV 2288), despite not mentioning the
units of the deceased, strongly suggest discharge or evocatio in the third century Guard
after 18 years. However, 18 years may only have been the minimum length of service
in the third century; a number of inscriptions show service lengths in excess of this. As
already seen Maccenius Vibius served 14 years in the Guard on top of 9 years 1n legio
X Gemina, a total of 23 years (CIL VI 2437 = ILS 2037 = inscr. ‘¢’ above). If Vibius
had survived another two years he would have served the minimum Augustan term in
the Guard as well as his legionary service. Aurelius Tertius also served 14 years on top
of 5 years in a legion, a total of 19 years (CIL VI 2673 = ‘d’ above). Both soldiers died
in service. If the date of Florus’ promotion to the centurionate is restored as 222 (CIL
IX 1609), he had served 17 years in the Guard and 5 in a legion, a total of 22 years.
These examples highlight the problems in trying to generalise the service required of

soldiers.
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Ja. Service in excess of 18 years

Dio and Herodian emphasise the huge cost of military pay and donatives and impenal
attempts by to curb the escalating costs. Durry observed that emperors preferred to
retain praetorians indefinitely rather than pay their huge discharge bonuses, which

might have been equivalent to ten years pay (1938: 263-4).°° This might explain why

° Dio 79.36: Macrinus bemoans the costs of the army in a letter to Marius Maximus.
Macrinus wished to place all new recruits on Severus’ pay scale in an attempt to slowly phase
out Caracalla’s pay rise. This caused mutiny and his downfall (Dio 78.28); Herodian 6.1.8 &
6.9.4, on the miserliness of Julia Mammea towards the army. Severus increased military pay
(Her. 3.8.4; SHA Sev. 12.2). The level of the rise is unknown but is now generally assumed
to be 100 % (contra Duncan-Jones 1978); thus legionary pay increased from the 300 denarii
established by Domitian to 600 denarii. Caracalla increased pay by half again following the
murder of Geta (Her. 4.4.7). Maximinus apparently doubled pay following his usurpation of
Severus Alexander (Her. 6.8.8 — a recognition of inflation as well as a wish to secure the
troops’ support?). Practorians received at least double, probably three times, the pay of
legionaries and correspondingly increased donatives and discharge bonuses (cf. Dio 53.11.5;
Tac. Ann. 1.7). Each praetorian received perhaps 1800 denarii in annual pay from Severus (3
x 600), meaning a basic cost of 18 million denarii for the 10,000 strong Guard as a whole
(not including officers, centurions and NCOs’ pay). Under Caracalla and Maximinus
individual practorian pay would have been 2700 and 5400 denarii. In the reign of Augustus
practorians received a discharge bonus of 5000 denarii, probably equivalent to about ten
years pay (Dio 55.23.1). Severan discharge bonuses (AD 193-238) would have been huge,
between 18,000 and 54,000 denarii, roughly equivalent to the annual pay of a secnior
centurion or tribune. Caracalla’s donative to the praetorians following the murder of Geta
was 2500 denarii per man; Severus was notably less generous with donatives (Her. 4.4.7; e.g.
Dio 76.1.1 = 250 denarii on the occasion of Severus’ decennalia). Such gestures meant that
the burden on the state was immense. Caracalla’s introduction of the Antoninianus, a silver
coin with a face value of two denarii but with a weight only equivalent to 1.5, is indicative of
the debasement necessary to finance the army. Recourse to debasement of the silver coinage
was rife throughout the third century causing massive inflation. The constitutio Antoniniana,
which conferred Roman citizenship on all free men and women in the Empire, enabled
Caracalla to increase the number of tax-payers and thus fund his military expenditure (Dio
77.9). See Durry 1938: 264ff;, Campbell 1984: 161ff, Duncan-Jones 1978; M.A. Speidel
1992; Alston 1994. However, it is probable that emperors never paid annual pay in full:

‘most of the money due was probably only ever transferred on paper’, Coulston 2000: 106, n.
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Aurelius Victor was still serving as miles armatura when he died with 18 stipendia,
but as a training instructor/fighting specialist he may have been kept in service
indefimitely (CIL VI 2699). Aurelius Iulianus only became evocatus after 20 years
(CIL VI 3419). Victor and Julianus were probably direct recruits. One practorian may

have served thirty years as an ordinary miles:

CIL VI 2566 = ILS 2048 (Rome), c. AD 224 or 239

D(is) M(anibus). / Aurel(io) Muciano, / mil(iti) coh(ortis) V pr(aetoriae) 7
(centuria) / Barbati, milita/re coepit Pompe/iano et Avito co(n)s(ulibus) (AD 209) /
ann(os) XV, vixit ann(os) / XLV, natus Trem/ontiae. Cl(audia) Paulina / co(n)iugi

karissimo / ex testamento / fecit.”’

The 1indication of Mucianus’ date of enlistment i1s a reflection of military record
keeping and that year of enlistment was part of the formal identification of soldiers. A
direct recruit to the Guard of Severus in 209, it is unclear from the inscription whether
the figure following the consular date indicates Mucianus’ age when he enlisted, 1.e. he
was 15 1n 209, or if it means that he had served for 15 years since 209. If it refers to
his age at enlistment, he had served 30 years when he died aged 45, and consequently
the stone would date to 239. If the figure records Mucianus’ length of service, he
enlisted aged 30 and died in 224 (cf. Fitz 1983: 150, n.1). As his age at death and
possible age at enlistment end in multiples of five they may be rounded. As we saw n
section 2 above, recruits aged 30 were relatively few but not exceptional; those aged
between 13 and 15, however, accounted for only 4 % of enrollments. Whatever the true
meaning of the text, the possibility of 30 years service would not be completely
extraordinary. Another third century praetorian served for 28 years and died 1n service

(CIL VI 2534 = ILS 2050).” In 241 a dedication by Moesian practorians shows one

soldier with 30 years service:

6.

* The centurion Barbatus is also recorded on another tombstone of a soldier of the fifth
practorian cohort, on which the honorific titles pia vindex probably indicate the reign of
Septimius Severus (CIL VI 2565).

"0 The service is qualified by iteratus which could suggest transfer from a previous unit or
sevice in the Guard and evocatio, even though the deceased is referred to as miles. The text 1s
discussed in the Stipendia appendix at the end of this thesis, CIL VI 2428 records 26 years

service before missio: [~ mis/sijcii ex coh(orte) I [pr(aetoria)] / militavit annis / XXVI,
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CIL VI 32549 (Rome), AD 241

Provin[cia] Mysi[a] In[ferior]e reg(ione) Dimesi.

(Images of the Gods)

Imp(eratore) d(omino) n(ostro) Gordian[o] Aug(usto) II [et Pom]peiano /
consu[libus]. / Coh(orte) VI pr(aetoria) Aur(elius) Mai[or? sti]p(endiorum) XXX, /
coh(orte) V  Sulp(icius) V[---, s]tip(endiorum) <X?>VIII, / 5) coh(orte) III
Aur(elius) [--- s]tip(endiorum) XVI, / cohforte) V' Aur(elius) P[--- sti]p(endiorum)
XV, / coh(orte) [.. p]r(aetoria) Iul(ius) [---] stip(endiorum) XIIII, / coh(orte) [..
plr(aetoria) Aur(elius) [---], stip(endiorum) XIIII, / 10) [coh(orte) .. p]r(aetoria)
Aufr(elius) ---] SPSP stip(endiorum) XII, / co[h .. pr(aetoria) ---], stip(endiorum)
XII, / coh(orte) [.. pr(aetoria) ---] s(ti)p(endiorum) XIII, / coh I[. pr(aetoria) ---]
stip(endiorum)  XIII, / coh(orte) IIlI [pr(aetoria)--] stip(endiorum) XIII, / 15)
coh(orte) III [pr(aetoria)---], stip(endiorum) XIII, / coh(orte) IX [pr(aetoria) --- --
Jns stip(endiorum) X[..], / coh(orte) III [pr(aetoria) --- Satu]rninus stfip(endiorum)
..J], / coh(orte) V [pr(aetoria) ---]in[us stip(endiorum) ..]. / lulio [---]

The dedication was made in connection with the Persian war of Gordian III. Compare

CIL VI 31164 = ILS 2198 = Speidel 1994, no. 63, for an altar dedicated to Jupiter
Best and Greatest and Sabazius (or a compound of both) by equites singulares

Augusti, also from Moesia Inferior, on the 2™ of August 241. The choice of gods

suggests that the soldiers were about to head east with Gordian for the Persian war,

hoping either to survive or have some kind of afterlife.

The dedication illustrates the extremes of praetorian service in the third century. The
men appear to be listed by seniority of length of service (stipendia), meaning that men
of the same cohort are not grouped together as was the usual practice on such

dedications.” There are two exceptions to the pattern of ascending seniority, the

vixit ann/is XLVI. Cassius / Longinus fra/[tri —]. It may be that the stone cutter mistakenly
added an extra ten years service; 16 years would suggest an Antonine date. An older reading
of the stone suggests that the stone commemmorated one Aurelius Iu[lianus?] (CIL VI
commentry, p. 677). Compare AE 1975: 171 for 33 years service in legio II Parthica.

"I A similar reference to stpendia ocurs on a third century laterculus (not a discharge list,
however) of the equites singualres Augusti. Aur(elius) Auscus, stip(endiorum) X, natione

Noricus (CIL VI 2408, I, 1 = Speidel 1994, no. 67). The list records 23 names in total and
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service of Sulpicius V[---] reading VIII (line 4), and at line 10, the service of another
man reads XII where the entry below reads XIII and that above XIIII. If the

interpretation of order by seniority of service is correct, then the service of Sulpicius
could be tentatively amended to XVIII, preceded as it is by one man who had served 16

years, two who had served 15 years and another two for 14 years. The stipendia of the
soldier at line 10 are probably best left alone. Unlike all the other entries it is preceded
by the letters SPSP, the meaning of which may have explained the break in the order to

the Roman reader.” Therefore the surviving lengths of service progress neatly from 10

or more years (line 15) to Sulpicius at perhaps 18 years; all these men would have
been recruited under Alexander Severus. The length of service then jumps 12 years to
Maior’s 30 years service. As stipendia this should not include any time as evocatus,
who were paid salaria, but could have included legionary service as well. This means
Maior was recruited in 211. If the 18 year minimum service requirement is correct,
Maior could have been eligible for missio in 229, but perhaps the increasing
probability of war with the Persians, Alamanni, Sarmatians and Goths meant that

Severus Alexander, Maximinus and Gordian IIT kept him soldiering indefinitely.”

probably records the effective complement of a turma. Auscus’ name is at the head of the list,
above that even of the decurion, Sicundinius Marcellus, and he is the only soldier whose
length of service and origo is recorded. As such the stone might have formed part of Auscus’
funerary monument or have been part of a dedication to celebrate his successful completion

of 10 years service (cf. Speidel 1994: 91-92). Another thought is that Auscus was awarded

ten years pay by an emperor for some feat in battle.

"> As SP alone expansion to speculator would be agreeable, but the following SP is not easily
explainable, unless it refers to speculatores in the plural, rather like Augg. In CIL VI vol. 1,
the relevant fragment (f = 2391/2), indicates not SPSP but an S, followed by a possible
ligature combining P and L, followed by another combining S or G and E, followed by a P.
The unrevised abbreviation, if at all correct, might have specified something along the lines
of sp(eculator) (ex) legi(one) p(rima)?! Line 12 reads SP instead of stip(endiorum), possibly
specifying service as a speculator, but more likely it is s(ti)p(endiorum). Possibly the T and I
were combined in a faint ligature on the vertical shaft of the P?

" The stone illustrates not only a popular recruiting area for the Guard, but also shows the
importance of local identity and the maintenance of ties despite dispersion amongst all the
cohorts. Compare the dedication made, during service, to Asclepius by a schola of
practorians from the territory of Philippopolis in AD 227 (CIL VI 32543), or another to
Fortuna, Apollo and Victoria by praetorians who were cives Cotini ex provincia Pannonia

Inferiore (CIL VI 32557, AD 249-51). It 241 dedication is notable for not indicating the rank
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There could be dangers to retaining soldiers too long in service if they were not

adequately looked after. Yet it seems that soldiers such as Maior preferred to stay 1n
the army, even if the opportunity for discharge did present itself. Life as veteran might
have certain legal privileges and, in theory at least, be accompanied by a large lump
sum pension, but life in the Guard and the army meant regular pay of one sort or

another, status and prestige, a sense of purpose, and a home with secunity and

comradeship. Tiberius Claudius Maximus, the famous ‘captor of Decebalus’, proudly
states in an inscription set up in his own lifetime that he ‘voluntarily served beyond his
time’ (Speidel 1970: 142-3 = AE 1969/70: 583). For such men, and we should include

evocati among them, the army was their life and they were not always prepared to give

1t up even after considerable service.

Conclusions to sections 1-3

As shown in section 1, discharge from the praetorian guard after 16 years in the first to
early second centuries is not widely evidenced. It is probable that 16 years should only
be considered as an ideal minimum length of service. From the reigns of Augustus to
Hadrian ordinary praetorian milites were retained in service beyond 16 years. It may
be that discharge after 16 years was only widely realised in the periods immmediately
before and after the Marcommanic and Sarmatian Wars, when Antoninus Pius and

Commodus did not venture out on campaign. Campaigning emperors would generally
retain men for years longer, especially in periods of high military activity, as made
clear in section 3 for the third century. Severus and Caracalla, whose reigns saw

almost continuous warfare, were most likely to retain praetorians beyond 16 years.
Severus increased length of service in the praetorian fleets to 28 years (RMD 73); he
similarly extended service in the praetorian guard. To some degree extending service

may have been influenced by the need to delay the payment of discharge bonuses, but

of any soldier - perhaps they were all the same rank? Nor is there any reference to centurions,
and the men are not grouped by cohort as was usual with such dedications (e.g. CIL VI
32543). It 1s possible that it was made at time of discharge or by veterans but there is no
reference to missio (the date would have been more specific) or to veteran status (compare
CIL VI 32536, b). The last name on the inscription, Iulius, does not seem to be among the

dedicatees and he may have been the curator of the monument. If he was a serving soldier

this would have suggested that the dedicators were veterani, but conversely he could have

been a slave or soldier’s servant.
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some soldiers volunteered to continue their service, happy as they were with life in the

army.

In section 1b we saw how a legionary transfer of AD 69, Vedennius Moderatus, had
served 10 years in legio X VI Gallica, was discharged from the Guard after 8 years and

subsequently recalled to service (CIL VI 2725 = ILS 2034). Thus like the Severan
transfer Domitius Valerianus (CIL VI 210), Moderatus served a total of 18 years

before missio. This suggested that legionary transfers had to serve only the balance of
18 years over their legionary service. But more than 120 years separate Vespasian and

Severus. However, it is striking that praetorian veterans with 18 stipendia are evident

in the Julio-Claudian, Flavian, Antonine (e.g. CIL VI 32522, early 170’s) and Severan
epochs, both for direct recruits and legionary transferees with combined total service.
In this chapter, 18 years service has been the notable constant; it has suggested itself as
the real minimum service expected of praetorians throughout the early empire,
especially in the third century. It was emph#ised in section 3 that no third century
praetorian veteran appeared to have received discharge with less than 18 years service.
It is the contention of this chapter that Septimius Severus was responsible for
extending minimum service in the Guard to 18 years, formalising an unofficial practice
of retaining soldiers beyond their time, that had gone on since the reign of Augustus
despite his establishment of a 16 year limit. The extension in practorian service may
date from 197 following Severus’ defeat of Albinus and extension of mulitary

privileges. Severus applied this length of service both to legionary transfers, who
would serve the balance of 18 years over their legionary service, and to direct recruits.

However, suitable praetorians could be promoted to the status of evocati before the

completion of 18 years.

Throughout the early Empire, military exigency and the prevailing financial situations
of successive emperors always determined a praetorian’s length of service. If he were
lucky, a practorian would receive his discharge and pension after 16 or 17 or 18 years

providing that the emperor was not at war and if his treasury was healthy. These were
big “ifs’.

4. Length of service suggested by laterculi and diplomata

A number of laterculi (often referred to as discharge or dedication lists) and diplomata
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from the reign of Septimius Severus constitute clearly dated records of completion of
service and honorable discharge the praetorian guard. Unlike some earlier legionary or
auxiliary sources, neither specifies the year a soldier enlisted or gives his length of
service, but a potential maximum length of service can be estimated by backdating
from the date of discharge to AD 193. No Severan practorian can have enlisted before
June 193. Dio and Herodian record how Septimius Severus disbanded the practorian
cohorts 1n their entirety (Dio 74.1-2, based on an eyewitness account; Herodian 2.12-
13). The ethnic and national makeup of the Guard on the Severan laterculi does not
support any retention of members of Commodus’ Guard by Severus. The earliest dated
Severan discharge list on which the origines of the new veterans survive, shows only
men of provincial origin (CIL VI 32523 with VI 37184; AD 204).” The surviving
portion of a dedicatory list from the reign of Commodus records a practorian century

composed solely of Italians (AE 1933: 95, AD 186 or after).

Herodian tells us that Severus immediately began the reformation of the Guard
selecting the ‘best troops’ from his expeditionary force (2.14.5-6). Therefore, transfer
to the Guard can be theoretically backdated to June and July 193 for legtonaries from
the Danubian and western provinces, namely the units that marched with him on
Rome, which would have been dominated by the legions of Pannonia.” However, the
process of complete reconstitution of the Guard must have taken some time. The

strength of the Guard was equivalent to at least two legions; for Severus to reconstitute

™ Cf. Passerini 1939: 174-180.

> Severus’ legionary coinage issue is not a safe guide to the units that followed him into Italy
in 193. The coins commemorate every Rhine and Danube legion except, mysteriously, X
Gemina of Pannonia Superior (BMC V, pp. 21-23; RIC 4.1, Severus nos 1-17). It is has been
suggested that these denarii and aureii were struck in the response to a mutiny in Severus’
army at Saxa Rubra as he was marching to confront Niger (A.Birley 1988: 108, after SHA
Sev. 8.10) but neither Dio nor Herodian reports such a mutiny. I think it probable that the
force with which Severus invaded Italy was composed predominantly of Pannonian units. It
1s doubtful whether German troops took part in the march on Rome, though the legions of
Noricum and Raetia may have met Severus in northern Italy, Other Pannonian and Moesian
troops may have been moving simultaneously into Thrace. The coins commemorated (and

rewarded) the umts who supported Severus in 193, but does not necessarily indicate that they

all marched with him on Rome. Contra Cooper 1968: 239ff for the denarii indicating

legions that supplied vexillations and aureti indicating the legions that accompanied Severus

as complete units.
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it completely and immediately from his field army would have meant a massive

shortfall in manpower on the frontiers, and the build up of the new cohorts was spread

over a number of years.”

One legionary transferred in 194 had already seen 12 years service, but his name, the

identity of his unit, and subsequent length of service in the Guard are lost (CIL VI

32887). We know that legionaries were transferred from the eastern armies from 194/5
as reward for defection from Niger in the aftermath of Cyzicus, and presumably
throughout the two Parthian wars (cf. CIL VI 210 = ILS 2103; CIL XI 532, both legio
VI Ferrata, c. 195). Severus may have considered the new Guard up to strength 1n 195.
The emperor was involved in his first active campaign during the first Parthian war
and was presumably accompanied by his Guard (Dio 75.2). Before this, from late 193
to spring 194, Severus had made his headquarters at Perinthus in Thrace (Dio 74.6.3;
Graham 1973: 260ff). Here he could have recruited local men, perhaps some without
any prior military service, directly into the Guard; "’ Thrace was the major source of
recruits for the Guard. Severus will have received legionary transfers from the the
Pannonian force of Fabius Cilo that had successfully defended Perinthus (ILS 1142;
AE 1926: 79) and the Moesian force under Marius Maximus besieging Byzantium
(ILS 2935; see chp. 3, sect. 1, below). These men had to be rewarded and the new

emperor needed veteran troops for his new cohorts.

The first attestation of the Guard in battle is not until 197 when it acted as Severus’
reserve at Lugdunum and was caught up in the near disastrous rout when the Bntish
legions broke Severus’ line (Dio 75.6.6, Herodian 3.7.3). This first major appearance

of the new Guard should indicate that the process of reformation was complete.

Transfers of substantial numbers of soldiers from the German legions to the Guard

'® Cf. Tacitus Histories 2.94. Keppie 1996: 112 for the situation in AD 69.

"" Praetorians from Perinthus: /G XIV 981. Note also Iulius Mucatra from Perinthus in the
century of Munatius Pius of cohors V practoria on CIL VI 32640 (col. I, line 24). Pius is
recorded as centurion in a cohort whose number is unknown in 209 (CIL VI 32533, b, 27).
The list recording Mucatra could date to the reign of Severus, which would make him a
legionary transfer; another practorian on the list has the origo castris (CIL VI 32640, 1, 10).

If the lists do date to the reign of Severus, these men must be legionary transfers as they

could not have completed 18 years service.
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probably did not occur until after the victory at Lugdunum in 197. The Guard had
suffered heavy losses in the battle that would need to be made good and the German
legions had to be rewarded for staying loyal to Severus and delaying the advance of
Albinus (cf. Le Roux 1992: 261-263; Ritterling RE XII, 1428). A number of soldiers
from legio XXII Primigenia would have received the reward of transfer to the Guard
for the successful defence of Trier against Albinus (ILS 419).” For this success the
legate of the legion, Claudius Gallus, was made commander of the vexillations of the
four German legions in the second Parthian war (AE 1957: 123). Legio XXII
Primigenia was based at Mogunitacum. A practorian named Tato, indicating
Dalmatian or Thracian descent,” with the origo Mog(untiacum) appears on a
laterculus fragment probably dating to the reign of Severus (CIL VI 32623, 1, 9).%

The same list records men of Tungrian and Suebian ongin (I, 27, 28), undoubtedly

transferred from the German legions.

Laterculi

The praetorian Jaterculi fragments from the reign of Severus show that discharges
from the Guard were now made annually, where before they had fallen biennially on
‘even’ years. This new system was in effect by 201.*' The practice of indicating date of
enlistment by consular year on the laterculi was abandoned, though it still appeared on
the lists of the urban cohorts. The urbaniciani were still subject to bienmal discharge

and a minimum twenty years service.”* The lack of consular dates on the praetorian

lists indicates that men who received missio together had not been recruited in the same

" For Suebians in the praetorian Guard and equites singulares Augusti see Speidel &
Scardigli 1990: 201-207. AE 1990: 752 records a Suebian transfer from legio I Minervia who
probably postdates 197 (contra Le Roux 1992: 262). For practorians with German and

Belgtan origines see Passerini 1939: 174,
" See Wilkes 1992: 74ff.

* A centurion recorded on this inscription, Celerinus (II, 12), is also attested on another
discharge list dating to 205 or before (CIL VI 32625, 1, 11)).

" Annual by AD 201: CIL VI 325321, if accepted as part of a discharge or veteran’s
dedication. VI 32533 clearly indicates discharge in AD 209, Kennedy 1978: 294, n.66: at

latest by AD 221. Annual discharge was introduced to the legions by AD 195 (legio VII
Claudia: CIL 111 14507).

52 Urban lists: CIL VI 37184, b IT (AD 204); VI 32525 (AD 208); VI 32526 (218) - the latest
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year or even transferred to the Guard at the same time.

The earliest datable Severan practonian laterculi fragments indicate discharges were
made in 200 and 201 (CIL VI 32524, 32532)." Only the dedicatory parts of the

inscriptions survive, so the possibility of suggesting transfer from particular legions
inferred from origines and nomina cannot be made.** As we know Severus began to
recruit immediately so the men originally listed would have served less than 7 and 8
years before were discharged from the Guard if they had been transferred from legions
in 193/4. One would assume that these men had at least 10 to 11 years previous
legionary service, working on the probability that Severus demanded a minimum total
of 18 years service, this would mean they were onginally recruited in 182-3. One

epitaph attests a practorian veteran after only 7 years service:

CIL VI 2642 (Rome)
Dis Manibus. / Culai Erimi v[eJter(ani) / [e]x coh(orte) pr(aetoria), milit(avit) /

an(nos) VII, vix(it annos) XL. / Fecit Comanius Mas/nus amico bene meren(ti). 8

The length of service would suggest he had served 11 years in a legton, or had received

missio causariq.

The next datable evidence, a fairly extensive laterculus, records practorians discharged

in 204 (CIL VI 32523 with VI 37184). Column 1 (VI 32523, a) and column 2 (VI
37184, c) represent the veterans of cohors X praetoria. Only the list of soldiers
discharged from one century survives complete (22 men) - that of Vinicius Anmanus,

probably the sixth centurion of the cohort (VI 37184, ¢ 11-32). The troops in column 3

and most extensive list.

%3 The consular date of VI 32524 is uncertain and may be 204. The fragment may possibly
belong to VI 32523 & 37184.

*4 For example origines indicating castris or locations where legions were based.

%5 The short length of service must specify a post-193 date unless the stonecutter made an
error and the stone should have read 17 years service, which would point to a first to second
century date. However, Erimus’ nomen, apparently ‘Culai’, probably indicates C. Valerius,
which would suggest provincial origin, perhaps in Pannonia, Moesia or Dacia. The name

could be Illyrian or Thracian. The lack of filiation, tribus and origo probably rules out a

transfer to the Vitellian or Flavian Guard.
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are 1dentified as urbaniciani, probably from cohort X, by the presence of consular
dates for 183 and 184, referring to their year of enlistment.*® These dates are absent on
the praetorian portion but should indicate that both sets of troops were discharged in
AD 204. Some of these practorians could then have served, at most, a little over 10
years, i.e. June 193 to January (or February) 204.*” A number of the men were from
castern provinces and Egypt and would only have transferred from 194-5 onwards,
meaning less than 9 years maximum possible practorian service.” Using 18 years as

the minimum service requirement before discharge suggests these men enlisted in 186

or before.

The origo Plautianopolis is inscribed on another laterculus fragment (CIL VI 32625,
esp. b, I, 7). Presumably it denotes connection with the powerful praetorian prefect

Fulvius Plautianus, and thus dates the stone to 205 or before (Dio 76.3ff; cf. CIL
commentary). Maximum praetorian service lengths of 10 or 11 years are therefore
possible if transfer to the Guard is backdated to 193/4 and potential original

recruitment to various legions in 187 or before.

On a dedication made in 209 both western and eastern origines are evident, suggesting
transfer to the Guard during the course of the war against Niger, 193-195. Therefore
maximum praetorian stipendia of up to 15 and 14 years (from 193/4) are possible and

recruitment to legions in 191 or before (CIL VI 32533).

Diplomata

Diplomata record practorians discharged in 202 (or 202-2097), 204, 206, 207 (or
203), 208 and 210.

The earliest possible Severan praetorian diploma might date to 202, but this is not
certain and may actually be as late as 209 (RMD 111 190). If it is a praetorian rather

than an urban diploma, discharge in 202 would mean about 8 years maximum service

*® Compare CIL VI 32525, VI 32526, but absent from all Severan praetorian lists.

" Cf. RMD 188, of AD 206 shows discharges were made on 22 of February. From 208
onwards, they occurred only on January 7 (e.g. CIL XVI 135),

* Galatia: Ancyra, b 26, Pessinus, ¢ 18; Cilicia: Germanicopolis (2), ¢, 7, 8; Pamphylia:
Side, b 25; Syria: Apamea, b, 27, Berytus c, 9; Egypt: Andropolis, b, 22.

-5).



in the Guard. This presumes at least 10 prior years in legion.

The next diploma dates from 204 and is probably practorian but the recipient is

unknown (Weifl 2001: 269-70). The date of discharge suggests up to 10 years in the

Guard and 8 years 1n legion.

On 22 February 206 Iulius Martinus, a citizen of Poctovio, received his honorable
discharge and returned to his native province (RMD 188). His apparent origo means
that transfer from one of the Pannonian legions (X Gemina, XIV Gemina, I Adiutrix, II

Adiutrix) is possible and even a transfer date of June 193. He could have served 12 full

stipendia 1n the Guard, and originally enlisted in 188 or earlier.

Another possible praetorian diploma of unknown recipient dating from 207 (or perhaps

203) could mean up to 13 complete stipendia and a 5 years in legion (AE 1995:
1337D).

The next definite practorian diploma commemorates honorable discharge in 208 (CIL
XVI 135). The name and origo of the praetorian do not survive but, the date of
discharge and backdating to 194, could mean up to 14 practorian stipendia and
original enlistment date in 190 or before (the fragment was found at Mantua but does
not necessarily indicate an Italian origin, though compare CIL XVI 147, 153).

In 210 Domit'ius Firmus received missio (RMD 191). His origo in Mazaca (Caesarea),
Cappadocia, could point to transfer in 194/5 at the earliest when the eastern legions
were defecting to Severus from Niger, perhaps legions XII Fulminata or XV
Apollinaris on the basis of local recruitment (Forni 1992: 136). It is possible then, that
Firmus served up to 16 years in the Guard and enlisted in a legion in 192 or earlier

(making for 18 years total service). Another two praectorians from Mazaca were

discharged sometime in the reign of Severus (CIL VI 32536, d, II, 9 & 11).
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2. THE SIZE OF THE SEVERAN GUARD

There were ten thousand guardsmen organised in ten cohorts."

1. The Laterculi

On receiving their honourable discharge praetorians, urbaniciani, equites singulares
Augusti and legionaries contributed to dedicatory monuments celebrating the
successful completion of their military service. The names and ori<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>